EY * * A * 
LIE. * Tt rg 
IfLiever nAPTINN, 


&.- "IN OPPOSITION TO. 75 bs 55 
{INFANT SPRINKLING. / 
. i a LETTER to a Fa 


7 5 EIN G 
An Anvwzs to a pamphlet, entitled, « Re- 


„ marks on Scripture Texts relating to Infant 
. Ow | 


TOGETHER wiTH . 22 
„ 


See Sracrunte on Mr Hubs zs ron's Lett 


Rs 


W hs othef ht on that O_o 55 g 
© . 72 N „„ 
More” . 7 

"By ARCHIBALD L K AN Ns 

k p ih 8 25 24 

— 61 26. 2 are-oll the children of Gu 5 5 
2. eee 1 A 

; F hut en Crit. 'Y 4. 
——— _ 
5 ADinNBURGH:. 4 
e for, and ſold by the Auruot at Edindorghy: | #4 

- and by Js: Dene, Mis. Oxs, and J. Bayes,” 8 
he 9 n. „„ 


« 2. * 


1 
vw nocd 


GS 


PF. 4 £5 
* 


a 
SARS + 


FJ cr _—_— = nnn 


IS 


* 


22 KK „ 


3 
; zo jp 
} * f 
1 
18 . 
, of 


41 


W 8 AM 


* 
1 


- og gh neg he ohne 


& ap. + 


— — 


rr 


94 


N = 
mg — 4 * 8 = 
Py F — 1 

=> 4 r 3 
» * 0 N 4 1 . * 
= | . ” * 2 — 1 1 8 0 . 

C 5 1 f IA ' 94 

. | 1 ; 

n : „7 * , * * . $4 ba 

$ * | 

* 


A BOUT ddeven years-ago, Lwhate an an- 
A ſwer to Mr. Glas's. Diſſertation on Infant 


Baptiſm, in a ſeries of Letters addreſſed to the 


author. My chief deſign was to ſhow the In- 


„and the arguments which they uſe in ſupport 
; f it, were not only void of all foundation in 


F F{cripture, but ſubverſive of their own profeſſed 
7... doctrine, upon which they have ſeparated from 
; the national church. No direct reply has been 


3 made to this by any in Scotland; but Mr. 
Huddleſton, paſtor of an Independent ſociety 
un Whitehaven, has attempted ſomething of that 
kind. Tos this alſo a full and particular an- 


ſwer has been written, but not publiſhed. 


The follow ing pages are written in anſwer to 
a recent publication, entitled, Remarks on 
% Scripture Texts relating to Infant Baptiſm;“ 


y Which I am credibly informed is the long ſtu- 


78 


died and mature production of an eminent 


member of the ſecond claſs of Independents at 


Glaſgow, and therefore may juſt] be conh- 


were it not that I know the author, Ih 
be ready to ſuſpect that it had been 
ten by ſome ironical wag on the other*M 
the queſtion, with a view to expoſe the cau 
e.. 75 = : an” 
. Fe * are * moſt 8 
ok any ſet of people upon this ſubject... The 
admit that the people Pen e = 
Aiſtingwſhed from thoſe of the old, by their 
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+ { - dependents of this 1 that infant baptiſm, 


daered as containing the ſtrength of their main 

arguments on that ſubject. I know not what 

others may think of it, but for my own py 3 
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them, as ſelf-right 


= PRE _ TY 
> God's law wridi.59 their THEY and 


— Abend knowing the Lord from the leaſt 
1 unto the eſt, Jer. xxl. 33, 34 *:— That 
- the fe of Ohrift's' dom are diſtinguiſn- 


| ed from the world by their being of the truth, 


and hearing his voice, John xviii. 37 That 
the n ſeed are diſtinguiſhed from the 
. by their being born again of the Spirit, 
9 incorru ptible ſeed of the word, John f. 5. 

13: and that this diſtinction is only 


Be ile bo 4 in the profeſſion. of their faith, 
Acts viii. 37. 
they attempt 


Rom. x. 9, 10 f. But whenever 
to eſtabliſh mfant baptiſm, the 

Hifregard, and ſome of them even ridicule ||, all 
fuch diſtinctions, and every viſible evidence of 
eous, and reſolve'the whole 
into this ſingle queſtion, Are they born of be- 
lieving parents? And though our Lord and 
his apoſtles abſolutely deny that ſuch birth can 


-- Uiſtinguiſh the true children of God as it did 


the typical, 2 iii. 5 5 6. Rom. ix. 6, 7, g. 
2 Cor. v. 16, 17. this goes for nothing; 


they tl inüilt, {Pc their being the natural feed 


of believers futfciently marks them out as chil- 


tren of God, truly boly, and members of the 

ng dom of "Br Þ Thus they chime in with 
ene hr upon the great radical point 
daized Chriſtianity, er in their bap- 
= with her. 


tiſm, hold a moſt intimate teflowſh 
e amends 


Perhaps it may be aid, that they m 


| for 28 and keep u their ſeparation from the 
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only adding anevinc.,- +. 2ncyto another; and * ẽ 8 
implies, either that they do not believe dbe ol 
principles upon which. they baptize them, or ⁵ 
that the viſible members of Chriſt's true 
are unfit to be members of theſe ſocieties hic 
repreſent that body ; than which nothing-can 
be more abſurd.,., _ 15 ah, 
_ You who know your Maſter's will, in this 
inſtance, and do it not, ſuffer a word of ex- 
hortation. - You can amuſe yourſelves with 
ſpeculaeions on this point, and clearly how 
the - inconſiſtency of the oppoſite practice 
but what have you to ſay for the conſiſt- 
ency of your own conduct? or how can you 
juſtify yourſelves to God for trifling with an 
acknowledged ordinance of the Lord Jeſus? 
Examine narrowly your motives. Is it becauſe 
you hold it a circumſtantial point of ſmall mo- 
ment? Surely it does not become Chriſt's diſ- 
ciples thus to eſtimate any of his ordinances. 1 
The doctrine of belie ver baptiſm is none of the = 
low ſingularities of à party; it ranks with the = 
firſt principles of the doctrine of Chriſt, ſtands - 
upon the grand foundation of his good confel- 
fron before Pontius Pilate concerning the na- 
ture of his kingdom and fubjects as diſtinguiſh- 
ed from this world, as well as upon the com- 
miſhon he gave his apoſtles for ſetting up that 
kingdom, and correſponds with the whole of 
; their practice and doctrine in executing it. f 
5 Perhaps your attachment to your preſent reli- 1 
ious connection entangles you. You, have f 
ormed this connettion, and ſat down upon the 
neglect of the firſt ordinance of the goſpel, and 
now you cannot think of returning to it. But 
; here 
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PREFACE 


communion with ſuch ? Are t 


holding 


us give an account of himſelf unto God? You 
have charity for them. Have it {tilt ;- but let 


it be the charity of the truth. Can there be 


any true charity in yielding up a plain ordi- 
nance of Chriſt to the blindneſs, prejudice, or 
perhaps perverſeneſs of men? According to 
this, the more of them we yield in this way, 
the greater muſt be our charity. But true cha- 
:rity can never elaſh with our obedience to any 
of the laws of Chriſt, nor lead us to ſoothe 


Others in the neglect of them; on the contrary, 
it will influence us to ſtudy their true intereſt 
and ſet their duty before them both by word 


d example. Diſentangle yourſelves there- 
re from the infnaring mfluence of ſuch a 


3 conne gion. Hear the words of Jeſus which 
| have: their Proper | 
A eth, and is baptized, . ſhall be ſaved.“ 

-Hear his command to all who regard' his au- 


| proclaims to all men, and let each of them 
weight; He that believ- 


-thority z © now why tarrieſt thou? ariſe, 


4 and be baptized, and waſh away thy ſins, | 


calling upon the name of the Lord.” Wa 
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"Dae 11. 1 * 8. for the fiyles, read be les. 
3 67; line 7 of the note, for 8 read inviſible, 
| SG | 


where do you find an unbaptized church in 
all the New Teſtament, or the leaſt warrant for 

hey good 
'Chriſtians ? Be it ſo ; but will their Chriſtiani- 
ty juſtify your didbdedieuce i ! Muſt not each of 


A a 

Dp E F E N G E 

BELIEVER BAPTISM, oc, 
\ Jo LETTER to a FRIEND. 


Dear SiR, 


Received your favour, incloſing a pamphlet 

entitled Remarks on Scripture Texts relat- 
e ing to Infant Baptiſm,” But I think you 
might have excuſed me from writing an anſwer to 
it, ſince all. that is therein advanced has been more 
than ſufficiently refuted in my Letters to Mr. Glas, 
Reply to Mr. Huddleſton, and View of the Pophe- 
cies, which you have ſeen. Beſides, when people, 
allow themſelves (as this author hath done) t- 
launch forth into the regions of fancy and con- 
jecture, it is like hunting an ig ui fatuus to trace 
them in all their vagarics. L find he aims a ſtroke 
now and then at my Letters to Mr. Glas, and 
ſeems to be a little warm when he ſays, © What 
tt are we that we ſhould withſtand God by refuſ- 
© ing baptiſm to children“? We deceive the 
* hearts of thoſe who believe without proper evi. 
* dence, and blind the minds of thoſe who receive 
* n6t the ſimple ſayings of Jeſus ;” and he taxes us 
as men deſtitute. of * ſound and ſober minds +.” 
This is a very heavy charge; but as it does not 
reach conviction to me on the one hand, ſo nei- 
A ther 


® Page 10. f P. 15. note, 


( 2 ) 
ther does it kindle reſentment on the other, 5 
J ſincerely lament that he and his brethren ſhoy| 


be ſo much bemiſted about the ſubjects, manne words 
and import of baptiſm, which cannot fail to col 0% 
rupt their views of many other mu? of do © chi 
trine. * ma 


This ſmall pamphlet, I ſee, i is divided into fo 
; parts, and each part contains a propoſition, with 
its proof or illuſtration. I ſhall therefore folloy 
his method, and begin with 


PART I. es fein 


£ The little children who make up the kingdom ſays | 
of God, as it appears in this world, may « dr 
| © be diftinguiſhed from other little children.“ | 


For proof of this he adduces Mark x. 1 3, 14 
«© And they brought young children to him, that 
te he ſhould touch them: and his diſciples rebuk- 
«cd thoſe that brought. them. But when Jeſus 
« ſaw it, he was much diſpleaſed, and ſaid unto 
« them, Suffer the little children to come unto 
“ me, and forbid them not; for of ſuch. is the 
& kingdom of God.” Now, for my own part, I 
cannot ſee the leaſt affinity betwixt this text and 
the above propoſition. — Theſe particular little 
children were indeed highly diſtinguiſhed by Chriſt's 
taking them in his arms and bleſſing them; and we 
learn from the. paſſage this comfortable truth, 
that of ſuch little children is the kingdom of God ; 
but it ſpeaks not a word about how one little child 
may 5 diſtinguiſhed from another as belonging to 
that kingdom, which is the thing affirmed in the 
propofition. And here the matter ſhould reſt; 


but I am am obliged to follow him through four 
NB... ob- 


„ er 


630 


| obſervations, or rather Tihaginipris) upon the 
words. 

O. t. “ Tefus here ſuppoſeth, chat the little 
* children who make up the kingdom of God, 
{© may be diftinguiſhed from other little children.“ 
But where do we hear him fuppoſing this? 


© OF such.“ — That is, we may ſuppoſe: from 
theſe two words, if we pleaſe, that he ſuppoſeth it; 
and having converted this ſuppoſition of a ſuppo- 
fition into a certain truth, he lays it as a founda- 
tion principle to build upon + From this,” 


2douW ys he, © we learn, Firſt,” That they were the chil- 
mag dren of viſible believers 3 for one little child 
n. a cannot be diſtinguiſhed from another, but as 

connected with its parents.“ It is probable 


ust thoſe who brought the little children believed 


£4 at leaſt that Jeſus was as capable to blefs them as 
ſeſus 2 any other prophet; but how does 
into the words or sch, or any other words in the text, 
* teach us that little children may be diſtinguiſhed 


the of the kingdom of God by their parents? Our 
Lord ſays not a word about their parents, nor does 


he give the leaſt hint, that they are to be diſtinguiſh- 
ed by their connection with believing parents, this 


TA being only a figment of the author's own brain; 


ſo that if, as he owns, they cannot otherwiſe be 


th, diſtinguiſhed; it follows, that they cannot be di- 
d; finguiſhed by us at all. But furely he will allow, 


11d that Chriſt can diſtinguiſh them, as in the inſtance 
before us, whether they are connected with believ- 


ſt; learn from the words, is, © Secondly, That Chriſt 
* is here ſpeaking of the kingdom of God as it 
b- | © appears in this world.” That is, he is not ſpeak- 

A 2 ing 


% This much,“ ſays he, is implied in the words, 
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4 
ing of the kingdom of God as it conſiſts only of 
the elect and ſaved, but as it appears in this world 
to men, and is compoſed of fooliſh as well as wiſe 
virgins, Mat. xxv. 1.— 13. Of bad as well as good 
fiſhes, chap. xiii 47q—50. But here he flatly con- 
tradicts the account which Jeſus himſelf gives of 
the kingdom in the very next verſe, © Verily, I 
* fay unto you, Whoſoever ſhall not receive the 
« kingdom of God as a little child, he ſhall not 
« enter therein,” Mark x. 15. Luke xviii.17. or, as it 
is expreſſed in a parallel paſſage, © Except ye be 
«© CONVERTED, and become as little children, ye 
« ſhall not enter into the kingdom of heaven,” 
Mat. xviil. 3. which is of the ſame import with 
what he fays ro Nicodemus, Except a man be 


e born again, he cannot fee the kingdom of God. 


Except a man be born of water and of the 
«« Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of 
4 God,” John itt. 3, $5. Since therefore our Lord 
explains himſelf, and tell us that infants belong to 
that kingdom of God, which none can enter but 
ſuch as.are converted, born again, and receive it 
as little children; how comes our author to ſay, 
that he is here ſpeaking of the kingdom as it ap- 
pears in this world, into which hypocrites and falſe 
profeffors may and do enter? Doubtleſs our Lord 
knew his own meaning beſt, and ſinee he hath 
condeſcended to explain it, it does not become us 
to contradict him. Let it therefore be noticed, once 
for all, that Jeſus is not here ſpeaking of the ap- 
prarance of his kingdom in this world, but of its 
inviſible reality, for to this only is converfion and 
the new birth abſolutely neceffary. His next ob- 
ſervation is, 


2 


Sw 


OBS: 2. . He (viz Chriſt) ſaich more on this be- 
© cafion than is allowed by ſome who call them- 
& ſelves his followers. He ſaith, chat the kingdom 
« of God is of fuch little children, as the young. 
« children that were brought to him.“ But we 
we fo far from diſallowing this, that we hold it in 
4 higher ſenſe than the author ſeems to allow. We- 
maintain, that the kingdom of God, as it is invifible- 
and unmixed, is of ſuch little children as thoſe 
brought to Chriſt, and that all fuch ſhall certainly 
be ſaved ; whereas he only pleads, that they belong 
to the appearance of it in the world, and that many 
of them may fall ſhort of falvation . He obſerves 
that our Lord's words are not, © Such are of the 
« kingdom of God; but“ Of ſuch is the king- 
% dom of God.“ Fown; however, that I am ra- 
ther too dull to comprehend this diſtinction ; for 
I ſuppoſe the kingdom of God iz of fuch as are of it. 

©« Ob, 3. He here ſuppoſeth that his diſciples 
* might have learned, from the revelation of God 
* which they then had, that the kingdom of God 
« is of ſuch little children as theſe brought unto» 
« him; for the diſciples could not be in fault, if 
te they were not acting contrary to divine revela- 
« tion; and he mentions: this as the revealed truth 
« which they acted in oppoſition: unto, Of ſuch is 
© the kingdom of God.” — Thar the diſciples were 
faulty in rebuking thoſe who brought the young 
children to him is plain; and that they ated con- 
trary to a prior divine revelation, is alfo clear from 
Mat. xvili. 2.— 5. Mark is. 36, 37. Luke ix. 47; 48. 
where, a conſiderable time before this, he had 
taught them, that little children were of his king-- 
dom, and ſo not to be deſpiſed. After this reve- 

A. 3 lation, 
® Page: 37, 


66.) 
lation, it was certainly wrong in the diſciples to 
hinder ſuch being brought to Chriſt in the days of 
his fleſh, even as it would be ſinful in us to forbid 
any to pray for his bleſſing upon infants, now he is 
in heaven: but what is all this to the point 7 
« From this,” ſays he, we underſtand, Firſt, 
{© That theſe words of Chriſt are the public inter- 
« pretation of ſuch paſſages of the Old Teftament 
« ſcriptures as thefe, Pſal. IXix. 36. and cii. 28. 
« Ta. Ixi. 9. and Ixv. 23. Jer. xxx. 20. Ezek. 
66 xlvii. 22.” In theſe” paſſages much is ſaid of the 
ſeed, offspring, or children of the church, and here 
the author would have our Lord's words to explain 
theſe children of ixſanti in diſtinction from adults, 
and of the infants of New Teftament believer: in 
diſtinction from all other . infants. But neither 
does Chriſt's words here refer to ſuch paſſages, nor 
do the paſſages themſelves ſpeak of children in 
reſpect of their being infant, or the natural ſeed of 
New Teſtament believers, but in reſpe& of they 
being children of the church, which conſiſts both 
of adults and infants, Jews and Gentiles, the na- 
tural ſeed of believers and unbehevers, even all cf 
each of theſe who belong to the election of grace. 
This I ſhall briefly demonſtrate. | 

It muſt be granted that the children ſpoken of 
in the forementioned paſſages, are the very fame 
wich thoſe mentioned in Iſai. xlix. where we find 
Zion, upon the infidelity and rejection of the fleſh- 
ly ſeed of Abraham, complaining of her deſolate, 
childleſs: and forſaken ſituation. But Zion ſaid, 
, The Lord hath forſaken me, and my Lord hath 
1 forgotten me,” ver. 14. To this a moſt com- 
fortable anſwer is given from verſe 15. to 20 Then 
the Lord proceeds to comfort her with reſpect to 


ber 


| i 
s to her children; “. The children which thou ſhalt 


s of have, after thou haſt loſt. the other,” (i e. after 
bid che Jews ſhall be caſt off,) ſhall ſay again in chy 
ae is * ears, The place is too. ſtrait for me; give place 
* & to me that I may dwell,” verſe 20. At this un- 
irſt, expected and numerous progeny, Zion is repreſent- 
ner- ed as wondering; and indeed the New Teſtament 
nent ſhows how much ſurpriſed the believing Jews were 
28. when they ſaw the accompliſhment of this; ſee 
Zek. Acts X. 28, 45. chap. xi. 8. and therefore there is 
F the a queſtion about it in the prophecy as a myſterious: 
here and puzzling matter to Zion, © Then ſhalt thou 
plain « ſay in thine heart, Who hath begotten. me theſe, 
lults, « ſceing I have loſt my children, and am deſolate, 
T4 in a captive, and removing to and fro? and who 
ither _** hath brought up theſe ? Behold I was left alone, 
„nor * theſe where had they been ?“ verſe 21. To this 
en in it is anſwered, © Thus faith the Lord God, Be- 
ed of hold, I will lift up mine hand to the Gentiles, and 
their 6 ſet up my ſtandard to the people; and they ſhall 
both „ bring thy ſons in their arms, and thy daughters 
e na- „ ſhall be carried upon their ſhoulders. And 
all of * Kings ſhall be thy nurſing-fathers, and their 
race ll, *© queens thy nurfing-mothers,” &c. verſe 22, 23. 
J. d. I will cauſe the goſpel to be proclaimed to 
en of the Gentile nations, and wilkbeget children to thee 
fame from among them by the word of truth; and as to 
> find their natural birth, up-bringing, and earthly pri- 
fleſh- vileges, be not concerned about theſe, for I will 
olate, cauſe the heathen perform theſe offices to thy chil- 
1 ſaid, dren, and make the kingdoms of the earth as fo 
| hath many nurferies, and their kings and queens to be 

com- nurſing fathers and mothers to them in common 

Then with cheir other ſubjects. - 

ect to In 
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Ta Iſa. liv. +—8: the churck is again comforted” 
with the promiſe! of a numerous offspring. We 
eun be at no loſs to underſtand what church is here 
meant, for the apoſtle applies the firſt verſe to the 
Jerufalem which is above, and the mother of all 
God's children, Gal. iv. 26, 27. which was typifi- 
ed by Sarah the free woman: and, as when Sarah 
was for a long time barren, till ſhe was paſt age, 
and her womb dead, God promiſed that ſhe ſhould 
de blefſed, and be the mother of nations, Gen. 
2vii. 16. ſo her antitype here is addreſſed, Sing, 
© {| O barren, thou chat didft not bear; break forth 
1 into ſinging, and cry aloud, thou that didſt not 
1 de travail with child; for more are the children of 
"6 the deſolate, chan the children of the married 
* wife, faith the Lord,” ver. 1. g. d. However de- 
lolate, forſaken, and barren thou mayſt at preſent_ 
appear to be by the unbelief ot the Jews; yet thou 
malt bring forth a much more numerous offspring 
chan the earthly Jerufalem, married to me by ihe 
Sinai covenant, and typified by Hagar the bond- 
woman. Therefore ſhe is commanded, ver. 2. to 
make room for her numerous family, by enlarging 
1 the place of her tent, &c. 
þ doubt of this on account of her widowhoed, it is 
faid to her, ver. 5. Thy Maker is thy huſband, 
& (the Lord of Hofts is his name), and thy Re- 
« deemer the Holy One of Iſrael, the God of the 
; whole earth ſhall he be called ;”' and that in op- 
1 poſitign to his being the God of the Jews only, 
14 Rom.. 29. ſo that it is the Bord, the church's huſ- 
74 band that begets theſe children to her by the word 
of truth, (Jam. i. 18.) and hence it is ſaid, ver. 13· 
4 All thy children ſhall be taught of the Lord, and 
i& great ſhall be the peace of thy children.“ This. 


That ſhe might not 


c 
1: 
b 
2 
J 
2 
Ir 
tl 
ſe 
Ki 


a ma wm es oc _amos.. 


Sas te 
laſt verſe is cited by our Lord, and he explains theſe 
children to be, Every one that hath heard and 
« learned of the Father, and cometh unto him,” 
John vi. 45. The apoſtle alſo explains this prophecy 
thus; © But Jeruſalem which is above is free, which 
is the mother of us all: for it is written, Rejoice 
te thou barren, that beareſt not; break forth and 
% cry aloud, thou that travaileſt not; for the de- 
“ ſolate hath many more children than ſhe which 
© hath an hufband.” And if we enquire what kind 
of children theſe are; he anſwers, Now WE, 
© brethren, as Ifaac was, ARE THE CHILDREN 
* of promiſe:”——-So then, wE are not the chil- 
dren of the bond-woman, but of the free: i. e. 
We believers in Chriſt are the children promiſed 
in the prophets to the Feruſalem above, the anti- 
type of Sarah the free woman, Gal. iv. 26, 27, 28, 


r my” Tu 9 OY OT 
* 


- 31. Here then, is the New Teſtament key, or pub- 
— | hc interpretation of the prophecies reſpecting the 


1 children; from which it is plain, they are not cal- 
led children on account of their nonage, or infant 


1 ſtate ; for Paul and thoſe he writes to were not 
4 children in that reſpect; yet, ſays he, We are 

* * the children.“ Nor are they ſo called on ac- 
4 count of their natural birth; for the Jeruſalem which 
+ is above, brings forth no children by that kind of 
we birth; yet he ſays, ſhe is © the mother of us all”. 
3 and the nature of their birth is fully explained, 
* John i. 13. chap. ili. 3, 5, 6. James i. 18. 1 Pet. i. 
1 23. Neither is it becauſe they are the ſeed of be- 
TY levers they are called children; for thoſe to whom 
1 the apoſtle applies theſe prophecies were moſtly the 
5 feed of Heathen infidels and idolaters. 

hs. But thoſe who are not ſatisfied with the apoſto- 
FY ki explication of the prophecies, may pun upon. the 


(/ 10. 9½ 

. Ptophetic gle; ad plead, That the prophecies ſpetk 
not only of the children of Zion as ſuch, but alſo. 
of their children, in ſuch expreſſions us theſe: 
The childten of thy ſervanis - their ſeed their 
children, &c. and fo muſt reſpect not only be- 

.*- Hevers, but alſo their W ny In abt: o 
FPhich, Lobſer vt, 
1. That theſe: peodhibes are all te. in the rf 
Uiſtance: to the Jews. They arc delivered by their 
dn prophets, and addreſſed to that people in par · 
tieular, ho were the maternal church, among 
whom God had not only a typical people, but alſo 
- #Temnannt according to the election of grace, who 
delie ved and embraced the promiſes, and waited 
. Tor the conſolation of Iſrael. The apoſtle tells us 


_ - exprefily, chat 10 them, « belonged che covenants 


„ aud the promifes,” Roms ix. 4. and that in di- 


ſeinction from the Gentiles, whom he deſcribes as 


at that time : aliens from the commonwealth of Iſ- 
rue and ſtrangers from the covenants of pro- 
E:miſc;” Eph. ii. 14. Peter addrefling the Jews, 


wile them, char they ere the children meant in the 


2 Te art the children of the prophets, 
* and of the covenant which God made with our 
& fathers, Acts iii. 25. and he ſhews the convicted 
Jews, that the promiſe of the extraordinary effu - 
fon of the gᷓpirit mentioned in Joel, was alfo pri- 
marily made to them. The promiſe is unto you 
2 and to your children, and to all chat are afar 
off, even as many as the Lord our God ſhall 
. call,“ Acts ii. 39. (For Peter knew not as yet 
that the Gemtites ſhould receive the Holy Ghoſt, 
till he learnt it afterwards in the inſtance of Cor- 
nelius, chap. x. 44, 45.) Accordingly we find, 
5 2. Thar theſe promiſes had their frft accompliſh- 
27 - ment 
4: 


GED SEES TEMCTTYST 


tr.) | 
mem among the Jews. Chriſt's perſonat miffich 
vas only to them, as he declares himſelf, E Am 
« not ſent, but unto the loſt ſheep of the houſe uf 
1 Tfratl* Theſe he calls the children; in diftinc+ 


tion from the Gentiles, whom the ſtyles dogs, 


«the way of the Gentiles, Matth. x. 5, 6. and even 


after his reſurrection, when he extends their com- 


- miflion to all nations, he commands them to preach 
the goſpel firſi unto the Jews, Luke xxiv. 47. This 
the apoſtle ſays was neceſſary, Acts xiii. 6. and the 


. neceſſity of it is explained, Rom. xv. 8. © Fefus 


« Chriſt was a minifter of the circumciſion, for the 
truth of God, to confirm the promiſes made uri- 
© to the fathers,” i. e. he had his perſonat miffion 
to the Jews, to vindicate God's faithfulneſs in his 
promiſes to their fathers by the prophets. Peter 
having told them, that they were the children pri- 
marily intended in the prophets, and in the promiſe 
of the new covenant, ſhows the fulfilment; in theſe 
words, . Unto you frfi God having raiſed up his 
« Son, ſent him to bleſs you in turning away every 
* one of you from his. iniquities,” Acts iii. 25, 26. 


And Paul addrefling the Jews at Antioch, fays, 
We declare unto you glad tidings, how that the 
100 promiſe which was made unto the FATHERS, God 
(c hath fulfilled the ſame unto us THEIR CHIL- 


« pREN,” Kc. Acts xiii. 32, 33. Thus it appears 
that the promiſes made unto the Jewiſh fathers, 
had a primary reſpect unto THEIR CHILDREN, as 
they are called in the prophecies; yet not unto all 
their natural children as ſuch, for then that whole 
nation behoved to be ſaved; but only unto a rem 
nant of them according to the election of grace, e- 
| | ven 


Mat. 
Xv. 24— 28. Hence alſo, during his perſonal mi- 
niſtry on earth, he forbids his apoſtles to go into 
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ven as on of them as the Lord ſhould call, bleſs, * 


and turn from their in guten, as che n ente 


it. But, 


3+ In, che prophetie style, old Iſrael are ** ct 


called fathers, in. reſpect of the elect among their 
natural children, but alſo in reſpect of Gentile be- 


lievers, who are likewiſe reckoned their children. 


For proof of this, ſee Jer. XXXI. 31, 32. % Bchold, 
e the days come, faith the Lord, that I will make 


«2 new covenant with the houſe of Iſrael; and 


40 with the houſe of Judah; not according to the 
ec covenant that I made with THEIR FATHERS'in 


tc the day chat I took them by the hand to bring 
ec them out of the land of Egypt,” &c. Here thoſe 
with whom the Lord made the old covenant arc 
called the FaTHERS of thoſe with whom he pro- 
miſes to make the new covenant. in Chriſt's. blood, 
and. which includes believing Gentiles as well as 
Jews They are likewiſe ſo called in the New Teſ- 
tament. In Heb. iii. and iv. the apoſtle proves at 
large, that the addreſs, Pſal. xcv. 7, 8, 9g. reſpects 


the New Teſtament church, To-day, if ye will 


«© hear my voice, harden not your hearts as in the 
% provocation —when YOUR FATHERS tempted 
© me,” &c. Here old Iſrael are called the Fa- 
' THERS of the people of God for whom the hea- 
venly reſt remains; that is, the ſpiritual ſeed of all 
nations, who believing enter into reſt. Again, 
writing to the Corinthians, he ſays, Moreover, 
«© brethren, I would not that ye ſhould be igno- 
t rant, how that all our rATHERs were under 
' the cloud, and paſſed through the ſea,” &ec. 
1 Cor. x. t. where we find old Iſrael ſtyled the r A- 
'THERS, not only of Paul who was a Jew, but alſo 


Jof the eng Corinthians who were Gentiles, 
; Now, 


l | 
Nope K it is is pda they were not fathers by natural 
generation to the greater part of thoſe called their 
children; but they are ſo called as being the mater- 
nal church, and chiefly, becauſe of them, as con- 
cerning the fleſh, Chriſt came, Rom. ix. 5. of 
who: 2 ſprings the New Teſtament church, his ſeed, 
Iſa. Iii. 10, 11. his children, Heb. ii. 13. Chriſt 
was a So of the Jewiſh church ; unto them he was 
in a peculiar manner a CHILD born, and a Sox- 
“ given,“ Iſa. ix. 6.; but unto the New Teſtament 
church he is nd as (5s rernp Lo nate >" © the 
* FaTHER of the future age,” ver: 6. So that 
what the apoſtle argues, (Gal. iii. 29.), If ye be 
* Chriſt's, then are ye Abraham's ſeed,” will in 
like manner hold here; if they are Chriſt's children, 
then are they the children of antient Iſrael, ſeeing 
f Chriſt ſprung from that nation as well as from 
4 Abraham; and they are with as great propriety ſo 
. called, as Chriſt's throne is ſtyled “ the throne of his 
" father David,” Iſa. ix. 7. Luke i. 32. The Gentile 
fs believers are never ſpoken of as FATHERS, but as 
in Neuronen; and the apoſtle repreſents them as 
aaturalized and adopted children into the common- 
_ wealth of Iſrael, to which they were formerly ſtran- 
: gers and aliens, Eph. ii. 12—21. He alſo repre» 
ſents them as branches of the wild olive tree, and 
all graffed among the natural branches, (viz, the be- 
lieving Jews), into the good olive tree, and with, 


am chem partaking of its root and fatneſs, and ſtand- 
ver; Wing therein by faith, Rom. xi. 17-25. For theſe 
* and other reaſons, old Hrael are called the fathers 
nder of New Teſtament believers, whether they be Jews 


or Gentiles; and ſuch, on the other hand, are 


9 1 called their children, and children's chilgren in the 
Ales prophecies. In a word, theſe promiſes are made 


do 


r 
to old Iſrael as fathers reſpecting their children, viz. 
ſuch of their natural ſeed as ſhould believe the go- 
ſpel, together with all ſuch as ſhould be adopted 
into the houſhold of God from among the Gen- 
_ But to return to our author. 


« 05%. 4. He here fuppoſeth that his diſciples 


1 8 have juftly inferred from this revealed 
« truth, Of fuch is the kingdom of God,” that 
* they ſhould not hinder theſe little children from 
< being brought unto him, although it be not faid 
& in the Old Teſtament ſcriptures, that ſuch little 
children, or any little children, were to be brought 
6 to him in the days of his fleſh; nor do we find 
© he had before told it to them.“ I have an- 
| fiwered this already, and ſhown that he had before 
told it to them. See Matth. xviii. 2—5. and its pa- 
rallels; and this the author alſo acknowledges *; 
ſo that our Lord was nat ſo obfcure a teacher, nor 
did he leave ſo much to be made out by the dint of 
their reaſoning faculty and fallible inferences as this 
writer imagines. But what he adds deſerves our 
particular notice. —— And we may, with the ſame 

& juſtice and propriety infer from the ſame truth, 
ci that the little children diſtinguiſhed from others, 
tt ag the little children brought to Chriſt were, on 
ee account of their connection with believing pa- 
« rents, ſhonld be baptized in his name; ſeeing 
4 baptiſt is appointed by him to be a ſign and to- 
ct ken of a perſon's belonging to the kingdom of 
% God as it appears in this world.” That is, in 
ſhort, if the diſciples might infer from what Chriſt 
- had plainly told them, that they ought not to forbid 
infants to be brought unto him; then may we, with 


* juſtiS, infer from what is 0 where told us 
— 1 
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that they ought to be baptized : For it ought to be 
noticed, that this laſt inference is drawn from the 


following groundleſs fancies, viz. 1. That infants + 


belong io the kingdom of God as it appears in this 


world: 2. That ſuch infants are diſtinguiſhed from 
others by their nne Aion with believing parents : and 

3. That baptiſm is the ſign of a perſon's belonging 
to the kingdom of God as it is viſible. The firſt 
two of theſe I have already confuted. The laſt: 
ſeems to throw a reflection upon our Lord for not 
cauſing theſe infants to be baptized ; ſeeing, (if. we 
believe our author,) he had appointed it to be the to- 
ken of their belonging to his kingdom, as it appeart 
in this world. But what paſſage in all the word of God 


declares this to be the fignification of baptiſm ?- 


When I look into the New Teſtament for the fig-- 


nification of this ordinance, I find that it is a fign 


or token of che remiſſion of fins through the blood 
of Chriſt, Acts ii. 38. chap. xxii. 16.—of the ſenſe 
ofthis communicated to the confcience, 1 Pet. iii. 
21. Heb. x. 22.—of our fellowſhip with, and con- 
formity to Chriſt in his death, burial, and reſur- 
rection, by dying unto fin, and living unto righ+ 
teouſneſs, Rom. vi. 4— 7. Col. ii. 12.—and of 
our reſurrection from the dead unto eternal life, 
1 Cor. xv..29. But there is not the leaſt hint given 
in all the. fcripture, that it is“ appointed to be 2 
« ſign and toten of a perſon's belonging to the 
“ kingdom of God as it appears in this world.“ It 
cannot indeed be adminiftred to any till they ap- 


pear. to men to belong to the kingdom of God by 


the profeſſion of their faith; but it is not the to- 
ken or ſign of this appearance; but of the ſpiritual, 
eternal, and inui ſible bleſſingt of the kingdom, as has 
been ſhown. It is a moſt unworthy view of this 

B 2 ordinance, 


ordinance to hold it only as a token or ſign of ap- 

- ,Pearances or Viſible things. Sorry am I, that thoſe 
who have ſeparated from the national church up- 
on: the doctrine of the, kingdom of Chriſt which I © 
3s not of this world, and in order to follow the de 

| Footſteps of the apoſtles and firſt churches, ſhould = 
yet fall ſo infinitely ſhort even of the national doc- be 
trine itſelf, as to the fignification of the very firſt 
ordinance of Chriſt's kingdom. The Aſſembiys || ** 
Shorter Catechiſm admits, that baptiſm * doth 
te ſignify and ſeal our ingrafting into Chriſt, and 
« partaking of the benefits of the covenant of 
« grace, and our engagement to be the Lord's,” 
Queſt 94. and although I am not very fond of 
human ſtandards, yet I would recommend to him, 
Queſt. 165.-of the Larger Catechiſm upon this 
ſubject, particularly its ſcripture proofs, that, be- 
fore he pretend' to teach others, he may himſelf 

yet learn from theſe ſyſtems be hath ſet aſide; 
which be the firſt principles of the oracles of God 
with reſpect to the ſignification of baptiſm; for 
it'plainly appears he hath loſt fight of its meaning 


altogether. 'To make baptiſm a fign or token of 5 
our being viſible ſubjects of the kingdom, or a fi- pl 
gure of our being viſibly ſaved “ is not only a ſtyle - * 
unknown in the ſcriptures, but a ſentiment in 5 


every reſpect abſurd, as it makes it a ſign of what 
is as viſibl⸗ as itſelf, and ſo an uſeleſs ſign; a fign 
too of that which is but the appearance of another 
thing, viz. of our being real members of the king- 
dom as it is inviſible; and ſo he makes it a fign of 
that which, in itſelf, is of little conſequence ; for 
what does it avail our being viſible fubjeds of the 
kingdom, or 9 bly * if we are not really - ly 
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God upon their conſcicnces, coming to:them not in word only, 


REF > 
No wonder thoſe who have ſuch unworthly views 
of this divine ordinance, ſhould hold it as a mat- 
ter of indifference whether they themſelves have 
been baptized according to their own doctrine or 
not *. But in oppoſition to all this, baptiſm is a 
fign or token of a perſon's belonging to that true 
church which Chriſt hath loved, and for whick 
he gave himſelf, “that he might ſanctify and 4 
te cleanſe it with the waſhing of water by the = 
«© word,” Eph. v. 26, 26. 5 13 
* A certain preface writer, who ſeems to be much diſpleaſed | 
with all the Indeperdents who follow not with um in his uniformity, | 
among other things blames ſome of them for ** forbearing, nd q 
« calling brethren, thoſe who deny infant baptiſm,” Pref. to Glass 12 
Teſtimony, laſt edit. p. 27. They may defend themſelves from 
this charge as they ate able; but certainly they are as conſiſteat -, 
in this, as he is in adopting and ſuſtaining for baptiſm the ſprinkling - 
of the antichriſtian church, eontrary to all the fcriptore grounds up- 
on which he profeſſedly holds it, I am-credibly informed he has 
nothing to ſay for this, but that baptiſm being adminiſtred in the - 
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, it muſt for that reaſon 
be valid, be the adminiſtrator, parent or ſubjet what they will. 
But if the naming, or calling over them this name, ſandtifies an | 
unſeriptural baptiſm, then the ſons of Sceva may be juſtified in ; 
their attempt to caſt out devils, ſince they alſo made uſe of the I 
name of Jeſus u hom Paul preached, Acts xix. 13. He will not 
plead, that the clergy of the national church have any better au- 
thority to baptize than thoſe- exoreiſts had to caſt out devils, ſince 
he eſteems them worſhippers of a falſe God, and to be the VYocuſts 
which aſcen! out of the bottomleſs pit, whoſe king is Abaddon o 
Apollyon, and whoſe commiſſion is only to hurt men, Rev. ix. | 
3- ia. See Glas's Works, vol. ii, p. 399-403. Neither can he, » 
conſiſtently with his principles, admit, that the infents ſprink led in | 
the national church are the children of believing parents. Perhaps 
be will tell us, that though the veſſels of the temple were profon- 
ed at Babylon, yet they were afterwards uſtd in the Lord's - = 
ſervice ; and ſo the ſprinkling of improper. ſubjects by the locuſts - 9 
of the national church; muſt (ill be held facred among Chriſtians, | 
and ſaſtained for ſcripture baptiſm II. Giving a ſketch of Mr. 
Glas's leading ſentiments with reſpe ct to the ſubjt cts of the kingdom 
of Chriſt, he ſays, ** That men (according to John i. 13.) do not 
& become ſons or childten in this kingdom by blood, or deſcent 
from re igious anceltors---but wHOLLY oF Gop, through the 
% power of his word --merely by the influence of the word of 


* 
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Further, the baptiſm of infants is fo. far from 


being a juſt and proper inference from any ching 


contained in this paſſage, that it is a cleat example 
- of the contrary; for here are children brought to 
Chriſt, declared of his kingdom and bleſſed, and. 
chus became viſible ſubjects; yet we read nothing 


of their baptiſm. We are ſure Chriſt did not bap- 


tize them, for he baptized. none, John iv..2. and it 
is certain that his diſciples had not baptized them 
formerly, elſe they would not have forbid their be- 
ing brought to Chriſt ; nor did our Lord command. 
them then to- baptize them, though he declarcs 
them of his kingdom, and bleſſes them. Hence 


we learn, that infants may be acknowledged of 


the kingdom of God without baptizing them. 


- © Conclifion, What are we then that we ſhould: 


« withſtand God, by refuſing baptifm to the chil- 
«_ dren who are declared by our Lord to make up 
© the kingdom of God, as it appears in this 
« world ?“ - This concluſion (as he calls it) is very, 


awful, and had need to be well ſupported; let us 
| | re che re- 


©. but with power, and with the Holy Ghoſt, and with much af: 
w ſuranee, Cc. Cc. Pref, p. 11, 14. Yet, in oppoſition to this, I 
ſuppoſe he will agree with Mr. Glas, that infants are born holy, 
ard of the kingdom, of heaven; and that they wuſt be Jooked vpon 
as ſons or children in this kingdom by their connection with re- 
ligions anceſtors or parents, and not through the power of the 
word, or the influence of it upon their conſciences.. He profeſſes 
to be extremely happy in his prefent connection; yet he difeopers, 
uot alittle uncafinels to find. men in any meaſure profc fling the 
truth without acknowledging Mr. Glas as their teacher, and giving 
him the glory; as if that author had been the original inventar 
of the doctrine of the kingdom of heaven, and . patent mo- 
nopolized it to himſelf. and bis party. It would not be difficult to 
ſhow, that there are few ſentiments of any confequence in Mr. 
Glas's works, that are not to be found in the writings of other 
clergymen before his time; and, I am ſure, the beſt of his ſentt- 
ments are to be found in the ſcriptures, which, bleſſed be God, 

open to every one. I do not ſay this to depreciate Mr. Glzs's. 
writings, ta which I myſelf have been indebted in many things F 
but to expoſe the vanity of glorying in men, * 
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therefore recapitulate the different fuppoſitions 
upon which the charge of withſtanding God is 
founded. And, firſt, he ſuppoſes from-our Lord's 
words, that he meant we ſhould ſuppoſe, that the 
little, children who belong to his kingdom may be 


diflinguiſhed from other little children who do not 
belong to it; becauſe he ſays, „Of ſuch is the 


& kingdom of God.“ - Next he fuppoſes him to 
mean, (though there is not the leaſt hint of it), 
that this diſtinction is known by their carnal” con- 
nection with believing parents, for this good reaſon, 
becauſe he knows of no other way one little child 
can be diſtinguiſhed from another: upon this head 
he alſo conjectures, that Jeſus refers us to the pro- 
phecies to find out his meaning, and that theſe 
prophecies reſpect the carnal ſeed of New Teſta- 
ment believers.— Laſtly, he fuppoſes him to mean, 
that infants belong to the kingdom of God as it 
appears in this world; into. which. hypocrites do en- 


ter, though Jeſus tells us in this and the parallel 


places, that they belong to that kingdom into which 
none can. enter without being converted. From 


all this flimſy cobweb which he hath ſpun-out of 


his own imagination, he draws an inference, that 
infants ought to be baptized, though we do nat 
find that either Jeſus or his diſciples baptized theſe 
or any other infants, or gave the leaſt hint of any 


ſuch thing. Then, as if he had demonſtrated his 


point as clear as a propoſition. in Euclid, he aſks, 
„What are we that we ſhould withſtand. God?“ 
But may I be permitted to aſk, What is he, that 
he ſhould father his own dreams upon the ſcrip- 
ture? Surely he has not duly conſidered the repeat» 
ed prohibition, and its dreadful ſanction, recorded 
in Deut. iv. 2. Prov. xXX. 6. Rev. xxii. 18. 1 


t 
In his concluſion he alſo ſays, © There 


* from this to be no room for the diſciples of 
« Chrift to enquire whether there were little chil- 


e dren-in;the houtholds that were baptized by the 
< apoſtles, when the heads of them made profeſ- 
« ſion of the faith of Jeſus.” — But I cannot think 


that what he hath already advanced is fo exceed. 


ingly conclufive as to preclude all farther inquiry 
into this matter. 
ly to deny that there were i s in.thoſe houſes, 
(though it is at beſt but a mere conjecture; ) for 


the ſcripture ſometimes mentions all the houſe, 


when only the adult part of it is intended. Thus 

it is faid, all the houſe of Millo gathered together 
and made Abimelech king, Judges ix. 6. yet none 
will affirty that infants had any hand in this. In like 
manner, when it is ſaid, He ** feared God with all his 
* houſe,” Acts x. 2.—*they ſpake unto him the 
word of the Lord, and to al! that were in his 
* houſe,” Chap. xvi. 32.—* he rejoiced, believing in 
c God with all his-houſe,” ver. 34. Criſpus be- 
te ljeved on the Lord with al his houſe,” Ch. viii 8, 
we are fure, that, if there were any infants in theſe 
houſes, they muſt be excepted in ſuch paſſages, 
for this plain reaſon, that infants can neither be 


faid to fear God; hear the word, believe, or-rejoice, 


in it. And if they cannot be included in the all 
who believed, &c. neither can they, by any rule of 
reaſoning, be included in the a who were bapti2- 
ed ; for that word is not more comprehenfive in 
the latter than in the former caſe, and the connec- 
tion demonſtrates that the ſame perſons are intend- 


ed in bath. If any, however; will contend, that 


the word ALL ſignifies every individual in thoſe 
| houſes without exception, we have no objection 
but chen they muſt at the ſame time allow, that 


We have no occaſion abſolute- 


etery individual of them were believers, and this 
Jeaves no room to ſuppoſe there were any infants 
in thoſe houſes. The author therefore may chuſe 
any of theſe ſuppoſitions he thinks proper; it being 
of no conſequence in this argument. He hath - 
however taken the eaſieſt method of getting over 
thoſe houſes of any writer I ever read on the fub- 
jet. His talent lies in fuppofitions 3 and as one 
ſuppoition i is as cafily made as another, he takes 
it for granted that our Lord's words, Mark x. 13, 
14. clearly ſuppoſe there were infants baptized in 
theſe houſes upon the profeſſion of the parents 
the very ſtating of which is a ſufficient anſwer. 
Others, however, convinced that no argument 
for infant baptiſm can be drawn from thoſe houſes, 
whilſt ſome ſtubborn texts ſtand in the way, have. 
fallen to work, as with hammers and axes, to cut 
them down. I ſhall give a few inſtances. The 
ſacred hiſtorian tells us, that Cornelius was, A 
« devout man, and one that feared God wiTH ALL. 
„His HOUSE,” Acts x. 2. Not ſo, (ſays Mr. Hud- 
dleſton,) none in Cornelius's houſe feared God but 
himſelf L. Of the ſame houfe of Cornelius, to- 
gether with ſome of his kinſmen, it is written, 
e The Holy GnosT fell on all them which 
© HEARD the word,” ver. 44. and Peter ſays, 
«God purified their hearts by A1 TH,“ Chap. xv. 
9. But the above author tells us, that the account 
« of the houſe of Cornelius, hearing, believing, or 
« receiving the Holy Ghoſt,“ is not true , and 
that © it cannot be affirmed in the fear of God, 
et that he had any houſe elſe but little children 1.“ 


* — — 


— Of the Jaylor and his houſe it is alſo written, 


that Paul and Silas ** ſpake unto. him the word of 
; | c«c the 
_ . ® Hudd. Letters, p. 54. + Ibid. t Page 24. 
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* the Lord, AND TO ALL THAT WERB IN H1$ 
„ HOUSE.” Chap. xvi. 32. This he likewiſe treats 
as a falſhood, and denies that . Paul and Silas had 
& any other hearer from the Jaylor's houſe beſides 
“ himſelf *. We are further told, that the 
Jaylor “ rejoiced, believing in God wirn aLL 
© HIS HOUSE,” ver. 34. But Mr. Glas aſſures us, 
there was no ſuch thing; that none in the Jaylor's 
houſe believed in God but himſelf, and that his 
rejoicing was not in God, but in the whole houſe +, 
After ſuch daring attacks agytheſe upon the word 
of God, to make way for this human invention, we 
need not wonder at any thing, however 3 
| | * 
® Hudd. Letters, p. $6, 


I His words are, © lt is ſaid, ver. 74. that he believed; and 
there is no mention of any other believing but himſelf, The 
text ſays, That be believed God, rejoicing in the whole. bouſe ; 
„ wyarxacxoxſs Taro: : as Rom. xii, 12. arid; af, re- 
& joicing in hope. This joy is his who fell dawn before Paul and 
Silas. : It way he that rejoiced believing in God, Glas's Wordt, 
vol. ii. p 129. But, in. eppoſition to this uncouth criticiſm, | 
ſhall demonſtrate, even to the conviftion of the Engiſh reader, 
that the adverb raven (of vnc all, and ones _— is the fame with 
88 one, With all the bouſe. This is clear from the undeniable 

e of other paſſages where it occurs. The Seventy uſe this word 


in Exod. i, 2. Now theſe are the names of the children of Iſracl 


«© which came into Egypt (ene coc waves, i. e.) cach man with bis 
* whole houſe.” Or, {hall we ſay, according to the eriticiſm, that 
only the cleven patriarchs came-into Egypt ; that this journey was 


_ theirs, and that their families were left behind them? The only 


other place where I have met with this word is in Joſephus, Antiq. 
B. IV. chap. iv. $ 4. where, fpcaking of the law * the offer. 
ings allotted for the priefts maintenance, he ſays, it was appointed, 
that, they, (ravom,) with their whole families, might eat them in 
the holy city. should any one ſtil! imagine that theſe offerings 
pertained only to the prieſt himfeif ; that this eating was his, and 
that none of his-family partook with him, I refer him to the .aw 


 wifelf of which Joſephus is fpcaking, In the moſt holy place 


* ſhalt thou est it=-- | have given them unto thee, avd to thy ſons, 
« and to thy daughters with thee. by a ſtatute for ever: every 
one that is clean in thy houſe ſhall cat of it,” Numb. xviii. 10. 20. 
Thus it is clear beyond all diſpute, that oui trenſlators have given 
the true meaning of this ward, and that when a man does any thirg 


- 


ratet, he does it in Concert with a whole houſe who are equal!7. 


 enpaged therein with himſelf. 
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Inis 4 ibſurd; that may be advanced upon the ſubject. 
treat: Our author's dreams and conjectures are aloft 
s had innocent when compared with theſe ; for though A 
it is very unbecoming to give way to the ſportings = 
© the of fancy, when the queſtion is about what faith the 1 
ALL Lord, yet it is not near ſo ſhocking, as boldly and =. 
us, flatly to contradict and impugn the plain and ex- 
ylor's preſs teſtimony of the word of God. But I have 


bis enlarged too much upon this head, and mall now | 
fe f proceed to 1 
word i 
- Jaw PAR T n. = 
ous ; 1 
and 6 Chriſt's commiſſion to his apoſtles, ** Go and Wl 
cc teach all nations, baptizing them in the name [8 
3 & of the Father, and of the Son, and of the [| 
ouſe ; % Holy Ghoſt,” is to be underſtood according 1 
„ e. & to the prophecies that went before concern- NY 
and | 
Porks, . © ing the calling of the Gentiles, and the chil- 1 
fi, | te dren who ſhould make up the Mefliah's s Eking- 9 
vith « dom as it appears in this world.” ; 
niable | | 7 
mary That the commiſſion, Matth. xXViii, 18, 19. was | 
th bis every way agreeable to the prophecies reſpecting | 
rms. the calling of the Geatiles, and the children that 1 
only ſhould make up the Meſſiah's kingdom, i is freely s 
- granted; ; and I refer you back to the view I have 48 
diek given of theſe children, and the ſenſe in which. | 
* they are ſo called. But when he ſays, © the com- 
ag 4% miſſion muſt be underſtood, according to the pro- 
12 ic phecies, I am much miſtaken if he does not mean, 
** that we muſt explain the commiſſion by theſe pro- 
„phecies, or take them as a key to our Lord's words, 
— which I abſolutely deny We could no more un- 
alf derſtand the plaineſt of theſe prophecies, than the 
Dali 


eunuch did, were it not for the public interpreta- 
- 'tion 


35 OS ng 
tion of the inſpired apoſtles. - The calling of the 


Gemiles appears to us now to be. plainly prophe- 
fied of, becauſe we have. the New Teſtament key; 


but the apoſtle always ſpeaks of that event as a my- * 
ſtery hid from ages and generations, and which in 1 
other ages was not known, Eph. iii. 5, 6. Col. i. 26. jo 


and ſo we ſee how ignorant the firſt Jewiſh converts, 
and even the apoſtles themſelves, had been about for 
- that matter, Acts x. 28, 34, 35, 45. chap. xi. 2, 3, 


17, 18. We are not aware how much we are be- 5 


prophecies, and are ready to wonder at the ſtupi- 
dity of the Jews; but it is more wonderful to ſee 
men, who acknowledge the New Teſtament to be 
the accompliſhment and explication of the Old, yet 
overlooking that explication, and advancing | their 
own fancies upon the prophecies in its ſtead ; and, 
what exceeds all, making the Old Teſtament a key 
to the New. It is by this method that national 
churches and covenants have been founded on 
ſcripture. The Seceders can find even thetr party, 
with the bond for rc.>ewing the covenant, prophe- 
fied of in Ifa. xix. 18.“ and they can tell us, with 
as good a grace as our author, that 2 Cor. viii. 5. is 
to be underſtood according to fuch prophecies. The 
prophecies i in general do not admit of a ſtrict and 
literal interpretation, when applying them to the 


affairs of Chriſt's kingdom, as they are clothed'i in 1 
language borrowed from the types; for this would | 
lead us into the very error of the Jews, and judai- p 
zing profeſſors who minded earthly things, among r 


which was their being of the ſtock of Iſrael. Hence 
the necelliry of attending . and adhering 
ſtrictly 


dee Mr. Moncrieff"s ee on the Duty of Nations! Core · 'P 
nanting. | 
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628 * . 
Arrieuy to the” apoſtolic explicatien of the prophe- 
cies, as well as types of the Old Teſtament. © We 
cannot therefore go at firſt hand to the prophecies, 
in order to explain the New Teſtanient by them 3 
on the contrary, we muſt enter ther with the New 
Teſtament kéy, by which they are opened to us in 
expreſs quotations, doctrine, or the hiſtory of facts; 
for the inſpired and able miniſters of the New Te- 
ſtament teach without a veil, and uſe great plain. 
neſs of ſpeech, 2 Cor. iii. 12, t3. 'This being the 
caſe, I lay down the reverſe of our author's pot 


tion, and maintain, 


That the prophecies which went before concern- 
ing the calling of the Gentiles, and the chil. 
dren who ſhould make up the Mefliab's-king- 
dom, muſt be underſtood according to, or 
explained by, our Lord's commiſſion ro his 
apoſtles, in connection with the ſubſequent 
revelation. | 


The beſt commentary upon our Lord's commiſ. 


fion to his apoſtles, is their practice in executing it, 
of which we have an account in the hiſtory of the 
Ac. Facts are always the plaineſt and moſt con- 
vincing arguments. ö 

t. Jeſus commands them to © Go, and A; all 
*.nationsz” or as Mark hath it, Go ye into all 
1 che world. and preach the goſpel to every creature,” ; 


chap. xvi. 15. , Accordingly we find them going a- 


bout every where teaching or preaching the goſpel, 
firſt to the Jews, and afterwards to the Gentiles of 
all nations; and it was by this teaching alone that 
they*made diſciples. 

2. He commands them to baptize them, viz. thoſe 
whom they ſhould previouſly teach, or make diſci- 
Ples * teaching; for Mark hath it, © He that be- 
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* Heveth, and is baptized.” Let us now ſee if bey 
always obſerved this order, viz, of: baptizing only 
thoſe whom they had firſt taught or made diſciples. 
Peter firſt preaches the goſpel to the Jews; „ then 
« they that gladly received his word were bap- 
te tized, Acts ii. 41.——Phitip, in the firſt place, 
preaches the goſpel to the Samaritans, and then, 
« vrhen they believed Philip preaching the things 
c concerning the kingdom of God, and the name 
“ of Jeſus, they were baptized both men and wo- 
« men, Chap viii. 12.— The ſame Philip preach- 
ed Jeſus to the eunuch, but it was not till he pro- 


ſelſed the faith, that be baptized him, ver. 35, 37, 38. 
Peter firſt taught Cornelius, his houſe and 


friends, and it was not till the Holy Ghoft fell upon 
them, and they magnified God, that they were bap- 


-tized, chap: x. 44 —=48;—— Paul and Silas firſt ſpake 


the word of the Lord to the jaylor, and to all that 
were in his houſe, and when they believed it, they 
were baptized, chap. xvi. 32, 33, 34.— In like 
manner, many of the Corinthians hearing, be- 


*c " lieved, and, then: it follows, they were bap- 
| 4 tized, Acts xviii. 8. Theſe inſtances demon- 


ſtrate, that the apoſtles adhered ſtrictly to the or- 
der of the commiſſion; and I make bold to chal- 
lenge all the Pedobaptiſts in the world to produce 
one ſingle inſtance wherein they deviated from this 
order, or baptized any till they were ne 
made diſciples by teaching. 

3. They are commanded to teach the baptized 


diſciples, , 10. obſerve (keep or obcy) all things 
' whatſoever he had commanded them This laſt 


teaching is not only expreſſed by a different word 
in the original, but differs in various other reſpects 
from the firſt, and ſo is not a tautology, The firſt 

8 has 


ſ 


——— 
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. ( 5 27 ) 
has for its object all nations; the laſt only the bap- 
tized diſciples gathered out of the nations. The 
deſign of the former is to make diſciples, or beget 
unbelievers to the faith; that of the latter is to in- 


ſtruct believers how they ought to walk and pleaſe 


God. — The ſubje matter of the firſt is the go- 


ſpel ; that of the latter, Chriſt's laws and ordinan- 


ces. That the apoſtles always timed this laſt teach- 


ing according to the order ſtated in thè commiſſion, 
is alſo plain from the whole of their practice. As. 


they never baptized any but ſuch as were firſt made 


diſciples by preaching the goſpel to them; fo ne- 
ther did they ever teach men to obey the laws of 


Chriſt till they were baptized diſciples. They ne- 
ver ſuppoſed that any. could obey. the goſpel, till 
once their minds were principled:by the truth; nor 


did they make any account of that obedience which 
does not ſpring from love, a pure heart, a good con- 
ſcience, and faith unfeigned. Wherever we find them 
inculcating the obſervance of the all things. Chriſt 
hath commanded, they addreſs themſelves only 
to difciples, and draw the reaſons and motiyes of 


their exhortations. from the principles of the gb- 


ſpel, which ſuch are ſuppoſed already to believe. 
To evince this, I might cite all the commandments 


and exhortations of the New Teſtament, + 


C 2. 1 Thus 


Ac tbe Lord's fupper is among the all-things which abe baptize 1 
diſciples muſt be taught to obſerve, it is plain, that none are proper 
ſul je cts of baptifin, but ſuch as may immediately After; receive the 


Lord's ſupper, | Mr, Huddleſton ſays, This objection takes its riſe 


* from this notion; That none are capab.e of being members of. the © 


* body of Chriſt, but thoſe who are alſo capable of being members of 
* thoſe churches which are formed to ſhew forth this body.“ Leis. 
þ- 11.>——— Anſ. No; but it takes its riſe from this notion, That 


none are capable of baptiſm, but ſuch as are. alſo capi ble of being be 


ſame day added to a viſible church, and ſo of continuing in the apo- 
files docttine, and in fellowſhip, and in breaking of bread, and in pray- 
ers, 


* 
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Thus it is clear, that the apoſtles executed che 
commiſſion in all its parts, in the very order in 
Which it was delivered to them; and it would have 
deen prepoſterous, as well as direct diſobedience m 
10 them, to have done otherwiſe; for indeed, that or. 
der is founded as well in the nature of things, as in 
_ Poſitive inſtitution 3 and cannot be diſarranged or 
_ Inverted, without throwing the whole into confu. 
ſion and abſurdity. We have no occaſion there- 


fore to go to the prophecies for explaining the com- 


miffion. This would be to uſe the light of a can- 
dle to let us ſee the meridian ſun. It is ſufficiently 
plain of itſelf; and if any poſlibility of doubt 
. thould remain, the apoſtalic practice entirely re- 
moe . 
Further, the prophecies concerning the children 
who ſhauld make up the Meſſiah's kingdom as it 
appears in this world, muſt be underſtood accord- 
ing to this commiſſion, and the ſubſequent revela- 
tion. given the apoſtles for executing it. - But this 
_ commiſſion reſpects no viſible children but ſuch as 
are capable of being taught, or made diſciples by 
teaching; and to this agree the prophecies reſpec- 
ting them, © All thy children ſhall be taught of the 
Lord, and great ſhall be the peace of N 
| . oF en," 


ers, Acts ii. 41, 43%. Baptiſm is the ſign of the new birth, and the 
Lord's ſupper of feeding upon Chriſt-the true bread ; and ſo the con- 
nection betwixt theſe two ordinances, and the things ſignified by 
them, is 3s immediate and neceflary, as that betwixt a having 

| life, and his toling food to preſerve it. If therefore, perſons appear 
to be born of the Spirit, and have the-fign thereof in baptiſm, how 
come they to be denied the of their ſpiri' 2al 7. yriſhment in the 
ſupper ? What can this repreſent but ebildren ia a ſtarving condition? 

- It is admitted, that baptiſm belongs to none but ſoch as are viſibſe 
ſubjects of the kingdom of God; and | lay it down as an axiom, 

- which I am confident none can -overthrow, viz, That the Lord's 
ſupper belongs to all the viſible ſubjects of the kingdom of God im- 


- mediately upon their being baptized, 
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« Aren,“ Iſa. lie. 13. which our Lord duphiſay. 
thus, Every one that hath heard, and learned o 
«the Father, cometh unto me,“ John vi. 45. for 
ihey are all che Oy of God by faith in Chriſt 
Jeſus, Gal. iii. 26. The apoſtles acknowledged 
none as viſible children of God, but ſuch às pro- 


felled this faith. Such alſo are the children who 


are to be baptized according to the commiſſion; 
for it does not ſay, Baptize little children firſt, and 


teach or diſciple them afterwards ;. but, on the con- 

trary, it runs, Teach all nations, baptizing them - 
« _He that believeth, and is baptized; and with 
this the whole of the apoſtolic practice, as alſo their 
doctrine about baptiſm correſponds; For (ſays 


« the apoſtle) we are all the children of God by 


* faith in Chriſt Jeſus; for as many of us as have 
ec been baptized into Chriſt, have put on N * 


Gal. ili. 26, 27. 


Enougb, I am perſuaded, has dren: faid to con- 
vince any ſimple and candid perſon, that the com- 
miſſion has no reſpect to the baptiſm of infants, and 
that ſuch a practice is every way incompatible with 
*Y 8 as well as with the prophecies which relate there- - 
| But I muſt take notice of ſome of aur ne" 8 


. on this head. 


He gives us two views of the nic —1. As: 
it reſpects. teaching, — 2. As it reſpects teaching and 
beptizirg, A moſt curious diſtinction indeed! As 

if the apoſtles were to each ſoine-whom they were 
not to teach and baptize, and teach and bapiize others 
whom they were not to teach. - His intention; ho- 
ever, is to thow, that che commiſſion warrants the 
baptiſm of thoſe who are not taught. 


Upon the 
wo _ of this imaginary diſtinction, he ſays, 


„This commiſtion, as it” reſpects. teaching or 
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1 0 « precebing, 4 a daiderined Achs an 
| | 17 „ propheciesthat went before concerning the calling 
Wo * of the Gentiles,” This he grounds on Acts xiii. 
14 4447: where the apoſtle cites Iſa. xlix.6 to ſhow 
che Jews, who did not regard the commiſſion or the 
43 authority of Jeſus, that he was warranted from | « 
182.5 | their own ſcriptures” to preach: the goſpel to the 1 
- Gentiles: But, were we to underſtand the com- 
*} miſſion only according to this propheey, then the || « 
WY apoſtles would have had notommiſfion to teach the « 
. * Jes; for this propheey, as quoted by the apoſtle, | « 
„ ſpeaks only of the Gentiles; whereas they were © 
WL commiſſioned to teach all nations, both Jews and « 
Gentiles; to preach repentance and remiſſton of | « 
fins, in Chriſt's name, among all nations, begin. zu 
4 ring at Jeruſalem, Luke xxiv. 47. to ſome of them no 

T9 | was committed the goſpel of the circumciſion, as ch. 

| 


unto Peter; to others the goſpel of the uncircumci- ch 
ſion, as unto Paul, Gal. ii. 7. and accordingly they na 
Preached the goſpel, to the Fews firft, and alſo to ale 
the Gentiles, Rom. 3. 16. This, then, is a wrong pr 
view of the commiſſion, becaufe partial. After all, to 
what concern has it with infant ſprinkling 1 ſup- ec 

ö 5 we muſt gather this from his ſeeoud view, viz. (L 

. © This commiſſion, as it reſpects teaching and lie 

C boptiting, muſt be underſtood according to the I nd 
% ' prophecies concerning the calling of the Gen- 
tiles, and the children who-ſhould make up the &« 
* Meſfnah's kingdom as it appears in this world.” af 
For this he eites Acts ii containing Peter's diſ- fre 
courſys to the Jews. But how does Peter's teach- I hi: 
ing the Jews ſhow he was commiſſioned only to of 
teach the Gentiles? Or how does it ſhow, that « 
teaching and baptizing reſpects infants? To diſ= 20 


- cover this we muſt have recourſe, after all, to the | 
| author's 


5 
— 


<3) 


4 paraphraſe, giving ſuch a ſenſe ot 1 ver. 


38, 39. as he owns the apoſtle himſelf did not 
un d or intend; and no wonder, for in- 
deed it is a very ſtrange one. Change your 
te views of the Meſſiah's kingdom — for the pro- 
« miſe of a ſtanding i in his kingdom as it appears 
« in this world, is unto you, and to your children, 
« and to them that are afar of, belonging to any 
«© nation in the ſame way that it is unto you; that 
« is, to them and their children: in this way it is 
© unto thoſe whom the Lord our God ſhall call 


« gut of every nation; for the Gentiles are to 


« have the ſame privileges with the Jews in the 
« kingdom of Jeſus.— The repentance which our 
author here calls the Jews to, is ſuch as they did 
not need : i required no change in their views of 
the Mefliah's kingdom to believe, that they as the 
children of Abraham, and their carnal ſeed, ſhould 
have a ſtanding in it, for this was the view they all 


along had of it; but when John the -Baptiſt 


preaches the kingdom of the Meſſiah, he calls them 
to repent of ſuch views, © Begin not to ſay within 
« yourſelves, We have Abraham to our father;” 
(Luke iii. 8.) or, in other words, We have a be- 
liever to our father; for this can procure you. 
no ſtanding in the Mefliah's kingdom. Agree- 
able to this the apoſtle ſays, Heneeforth know we 
© no man after the fleſh;” i.e. We eſteem no man 
a ſubject of Chriſt's kingdom by his carnal deſcent 
from Abraham, or by any thing that conſtituted 
him a member of, and entitled him to, the privileges 


of the Jewiſh church.“ Therefore, if any man be 
« in-Chriſt, be is (or, let him be) a new creature,” 


2 Cor. v. 16, 17.— Again, the promiſe which he 
makes them of : a Vi/izle ed * he calls it) is 
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Lory different from that which Peter here men. 
i tions, which is the promiſe of the Hoſy Gh ſpoken 
5 of by the prophet Joel; ſee ver 16-22. Fur. 

. ther, the children here mentioned, are ſuppoſed 
by our author to be infant children, for ſueh only 

1 can anſwer his purpoſe; but the apoſtle is here 
| ſpeaking of the ſame children that are ſpoken of 
| in Joel, viz. their ſons and their daughters who 


If. x ſhould receive the Spirit and prophecy. Mr. Hyd. 
Ah fl dleſton obſerves on this paſſage, that Peter ſays, 
1 « the promiſe is unto yor, i. e. all gladly receiving 
„ *« the word. — From theſe you he diſtinguiſhe; 
1 « their children, and connects them in the promiſe; 

© || « and their children ſure muſt be all the children 


| ce that could net be included in the preceding 
1 1 you, ſo all their little children v.“ But he might 
5 alfo have told us, that the Jews had infant chil: 
1 | | dren who taſt out devils ; for our Lord aſks them, 
| « By whom do your children caſt them out?“ Ma 
= xii; 27. Here che children are diſtinguiſhed from 
1 thoſe whom our Lord addreſſes, and cannot be ia- 
(EE ©  -icludediin the preceding your, and fo, accordihg to 
LV "this author's logie, muſt be all their little chil- 
| | « dren.” Mr.-Sandeman, however, ſeems to have 
. had a very juſt view of the children here ſpoken 
1.8 of, where he ſays, -** The promiſe is only to a 
& many as the Lord our God ſhall call; and nen- 
| % can appear to us to be the called of God, but 
„ ſuch as appear to believe the goſpel which Peter 
w_ 7” "ol preached, and to comply with his exhortation tt 
gl '® "4 repentance +2. Laſtly, he makes Peter tel 
\ 
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tes, Jews, that *“ the Gentiles were to have tha e 
2 * W provtegos-with:: them in the kingdom oi « 
* * Jeſus. ! ( 
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« Jeſus Whereas this was more than he knew 


himſelf, till it was afterwards revealed to him; nor 
was it to his purpoſe in calling the Jews to re- 

tance, who were not yet able to bear that 
In ſhort, the author has ſo framed his 
paraphraſe, as to lead one to think, that Peter 


was addrefling Baptiſts inſtead of Jews, and that 
he was calling them to repent and baptize, their - 
infants ! and yet, after all, we find none baptized 


there, but they that gladly received his word, and 


were that ſame day added to the church, ver. 41. 
Permit me now, in my turn, to paraphraſe theſe 


two verſes, The promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, ſpo- 


ken of in Joel, is unto you, Jews, and to your chil- 
dren, even your ſons: and daughters who ſhall 
prophecy, ver. 17. and it is not only to you who 
dwell at Jeruſalem, but alſo to thoſe of you who 


are afar off from thence diſperſed among the na- 


tions z yet not to all the Jewiſh nation, but to rhe 


remnant according to the election of grace, (Rom. 
ix. 27. chap. xi. 5;.), which in the prophecy are 


ſtyled © the remnant whom the Lord ſhall call,” 
Joel ii. 32.3 ſo this promiſe is even to as many of 


you, and your children, both, here and elfewhere, 
as the Lord our God ſhall call, and to none elſe of 


you; for he giveth. the Holy Ghoſt only to fuch as 


obey him, chap. v.32. Repent therefore, and be bap- 
tized every one of you in the name of Jeſus Chriſt, 
for the remiſfion. of fins, ' and ye ſhall receive the 


gift of the Holy Ghoſt, according to God's promiſe. 


He owns we *© fay juſt things concerning the 
© two covenants, Viz. the law or Sinai covenant, 


et and the new or better covenant; and the two 


© ſeeds, Viz. the natural ſeed of Abraham, and 
* the * ſeed of Chriſt, who are alſo called 
cc the 
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. the ſeed of Abraham, as being connected with 
% him who. js of the ſeed of Abraham, according 
© to the fleſh, the great.;promiſed ſeed. — Had 
the author. conſidered; properly what he is here 
ſaying, he might have ſeen, chat by this conceſ- 
ſion he hath entirely given up the point, and cut 
himſelf out from every ground to ſtand upon; 
it being impoſſible for him to hold theſe diſtinc- 
tions conſiſtenily with the principles he lays down 


hg 


for infant baptiſm; for he- gives the very ſame 


place to the flechly birth 3 in the kingdom. of Chriſt 
under the new new covenant, that it formerly had in 
.the earthly kingdom under the old covenant. He 
makes it as good an evidence of their being Chri- 
ſtians, as it was formerly of their being Jews: nay, 
he, makes it of greater avail now, than under the 
old covenant; for then it could not diſtinguiſh 
the ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham; but now, (accord- 
ing to his doctrine), it points out thoſe whom we 
are to reckon, the true holy ſeed, and heirs of ſpi- 
ritual, everlaſting and heavenly privileges. Mr. 
«Huddleſton aſſerts, That the fleſnily ſeed of New 


2 95 Teſtament believers are realiy the ſpiritual ſeed 


of Abraham z“ but he denies, that they are 
| \ diſtinguiſhed. by the fleſhly birth, and ſays, „Be- 
5 Jlievers infants are diſtinguiſhed by that ſame 

„„ thing which. diſtinguiſhes . themſelves to be the 
__**. ſpirituaFIfrae!,”viz, the confeſſion of the-mouth 
4c 10 ſalvation 1. Do infants then confeſs the 
faith with the mouth? No. How then are they 
diſtinguiſhed? By the confeſſion of another.— 
Very well; and does this confeſſion reſpect all in- 
fants? No.—-How then do we diſtinguiſh the in- 
fants whom this confeſſion Nr e from other 
77 infants ! 

I Leiters, ü 
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infants ? By their being the infants of the- profeſ- 
ſor, or ſpringing from him by natural generation, 
d [Thus we fee it lands in the natural birth" at laſt; 
e and if this be not confounding the. apoſtolic: di- 
. ſtinction of the covenants and ſeeds, I know not 
it what 1 is. 
But then our author ſays; we * confound the al- 
„ ſtinction that is betwixt the: ſpirituaily holy nution, 
n | © which conſiſts of the ſaved qut of all nations, 
e“ with the kingdom of God as it appears in this word; 
+ “ and in:this way deceive the hearts of thoſe who 
a | © believe without proper evidence, and blind the 
e © minds of them who-receive not the ſimple ſay- 
. “ ings of the Son of God;” and for this diſtinction 
„be cites Match. xiii. 49—50. which ſpeaks of the 
e d and bad fiſhes; to this he might have added, 
h Match. xxv. 1—14. which ſpeaks: of the uy and' 
% virgins. 
+ As the author's whole ſcheme. of reaſoning reſts 
| entirely. upon an i»proper uſe of this diſtinction, 
which is to be met with almoſt in every page of his 
book, I ſnall conſider it particularly: 

1. We maintain, that the true kingdom of Gol 5 
e conſiſts of the whole body: of the elect, whether 
. Jeus or Gentiles; infants or adults, Who are re- 
e deemed: by the blood of the Lamb, and who ſhall 
e all be certainly and finally ſaved. This is that ſo- 
n ciety which the ſcripture calls the general aſſembly 
e and church of the firſt-born, which are enrolled: 
in heaven, Heb. xii. 23. the hole family in heaven 
and in earth, Eph. iii. 15. the qe body, having the 
- | one Spirit, and of which Chriſt is the head, chap. 
-V. 4. chap. v. 23. and which is commonly called 
his inviſible kingdom or church.” Into this kingdom 


; ſaved 1. Becauſe we cannot do it. 


n 
vo hypocrite or undean thing” can enter, Rey, 


Mi. 277. 
2. We maititain, that this Ein dem appears in this 


TY world unto men, in the open profeſſion of the faith 
of Jeſus, with its correſpondent” fruits, and in no 
other way; but as men do not always ſpeak as they 


think, and as good actions may often proceed from 


bad principles and motives; and further, as we 
neither can, nor are allowed to judge the hearts of 


men, hence hypocrites and unbelievers may enter 


ijnto the appearance of this kingdom in the world; 
and ſo our Lord repreſents it in this view, as con- 


fiſting of wiſe and fooliſh virgins, good and bad 
fiſhes, &c. To this view of the kingdom belong the 
churches of the ſaints, each of whom are x vi/ible 
repreſentation of that one oy: "On is inviſible. 
But to the point: 

3. Thoſe whom the Kripture points out unto us 
as belonging to Chriſt's kingdom as it appears in 
this world, muſt alſo be looked upon as belonging 
to the holy nation of them that are ſaved. We are 
obliged by the word of God to eſteem none bre- 
thren, but fuch as profeſs the faith, and walk ac- 
cordingly. We are alſo bound by that ſame word, 
to eſteem every one who profeſſes the faith of Chriſt, 
and appears under its influence, to be not only in 
appearance, but in truth and reality the ele of God, 


and to love them as brethren for whom Chriſt died. 


We are not allowed here to make any diſtinction 
betwixt' choſe who belong to the appearance of 


Chriſt's kingdom in this world, and thoſe who be- 


long to the ſpiritually holy nation of them that are 
This di- 


ſtinction belongs only to God. He alone knows 
whom he hath choſen, and who are his; he alſo 


ſe archeth 
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fearcheth the hearts, and trieth the reins of the 


children of men, and can diſcover the moſt hidden 


hypocriſy, under, the diſguiſe of the faireſt appear- 


ances; and it is he alone that will at laſt make a 


final ſeparation of the ſheep from the goats, and 
ther out of his kingdom every thing that offends. 
WL for us, we can make no ſuch diſcrimination, 


Many may obtain ſalvation whom we cannot eſteem 


ſaints; and ſome, whom we muſt look upon as 


ſuch, may finally fall ſhort of it. — 2. Becauſe it 


is contrary to the fervent charity (enjoined in the 
goſpel, for us to attempt to diſtinguiſh betwixt vi- 
ſible and real ſubjects of Chriſt's kingdom. Chari- 
ty rejoiceth. in the truth, and reſpects our brethren 
as real believers, not as nominal ones only. We love 


them in the truth, as knowing the truth, and for 


the truth's ſake dwelling in them, 2 John ver. 1, 2. 
—2s brethren for whom Chriſt died, Rom. xiv. 15. 
as members of that one body whereof Chriſt is 
the head, and for which he gave himſelf an offer- 


ing and a ſacrifice to God, Eph. iv. 4, 15, 16. 


chap. v. 2. It is only in this view we can love 
them with a pure heart fervently. Every thought 
of them that falls ſhort of this view, without viſi- 
ble evidence, is that evil-judging which is oppoſed 
to charity, and an aſſuming of Chriſt's prerogative, 
Rom. xiv. 4, 10. James iv. 12.——3. The inſpired 
apoſtles, though they had the gift of diſcerning 
ſpirits in reſpect of doctrine, yet they never diſtin- 


Buiſh thoſe who belong to the appearance of Chriſt's 
kingdom in this world, from ſuch as belong to the 


holy nation of the ſaved, but ſpeak of them always 
as one and the ſame, or, (to uſe our author's phraſe), 
confound them. They addreſs all to whom they 
write as ele, ſaints, redeemed, and ſaved. Paul 


D ſays, | 
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ae chat the veſſels of merey which God Rad afore 
prepared unto glory, are, Even us whom he hath 
« called, not of the Jews only, but alſo of the 
oh Gentiles,” Rom. ix. 23. 24.—he includes the 
profeffing Ephefians with himſelf, as redeemed and 
adopted, according as they were predeſtinated and 
choſen in Chriſt before the foundation of the 
world, Eph. i. 4—8.— he tells the Theſſalonians, 


that he knew their election, 1 Theſſ. i. 4.—and 
declares the Hebrews were come unto the general 


aſſembly and church of the firſt-born which are 
written in heaven, Heb. xii. 22, 23.—Peter, writing 
- + the ſtrangers ſcattered abroad, addreſſes them 

&« Elett according to the foreknowledge of God 
« the Father, through ſanctification of the Spirit, 
©. unto obedience, and ſprinkling of the blood of 
« Jeſus Chriſt,” 1 Pet. i. 2. and calls them * a 
* choſen generation, a royal prieſthood, an holy 
nation, a peculiar people,” chap. ii. 9. Yet not- 
withſtanding all this, we learn from theſe ſame 
writings, that hypocrites and falſe profeſſors had 
even then crept in among them. Shall we there- 
fore infer, that the apoſtles deceive the hearts, and 
blind che minds of men, becauſe they do not di- 
ſtinguith betwixt the apparent and real ſubjects of 
Chriſt,” or, in other words, becauſe they were not 
omniſcient? We indeed know, that there is a di- 
ſtinction betwixt the appearance and reality of true 
religion; but the practical uſe of this is, not to 
judge our brotber, but to judge and examine our. 
ſebves, 1 Cor. xi. 28, 31. Gal. vi. 3, 4. It is evi- 
dent then, that this diſtinction which our anthor 
harps ſo much upon, has nothing to do with the 
controverſy about baptiſm ; for as baptiſm belongs 
only-to Chriſt's viſible I, ſo all who have this 


appearance 


themſ 


that i 
ſame | 


(9) 
ics muſt be eſteemed by us his rea/ bubjefts, - 
and belonging to the ſpiritually holy nation of them 
that are ſaved 3 for this plain reaſon, becauſe it is 
the appearance of that very thing. 

What an unworthy view muſt e Have 


- of the ſubjects of baptiſm, and even of his own bre- 


thren, when he diſtinguiſhes them from the ſpiri- 
tually holy nation of the ſaved, and cannot look. 
vpon them as belonging thereto! What can be the 
foundation of his charity to them? Does ever the 
ſcripture enjoin us to love a mere appearance, with, 
out ſuppoſing its inviſible reality ? But our author, 
that he may avoid confounding matters, . takes ſpe= 
tial care, all along, to let us know, that he does 
not mean the reality, but only the appearance of 
things; and ſo he is contending for a mere ſhadow, 
a thing of nought..  - | 
He comes next to what is commonly called 
the mede or manner of baptiſm; but I ſhall. defer 
the conſideration of this, till I have diſcuſſed his 
arguments about the ſued, and prorend at pre- 
ſent to 


PART m. 


„The houſhold of Lydia were baptized when 
e ſhe made profeſſion of the faith of Jeſus,” 
Acts xvi. 13, 14, 15. 


His meaning is, that her honſhold were bapti- 


ed upon her ſingle profeſſion of the faith, with- 


out being either taught, or making a profeſſion 
themſelves; and his reaſon for this ſuppoſition is, 
that it is not particularly mentioned. But by the 
lame rule of interpretation, we may deny that the 
| D 2 pro- 


1 : 
profeſſed the faith herſclf before baptiſm ; ; for net. 


ther is that particularly mentioned in fo man 

words. Rom. x. 10. however, is to him a ſuffici- 
ent proof, that the muſt have confeſſed the faith 
with her morſth; and if fo, he cannot in juſtice. 
. blame us, though we ſhould refer him to the com- 
miſſion as a proof that her houſhold were taught 
and believed, before they were baptized ; eſpecially, 
when this is corroborated and explained by the 
whole practice of the apoſtles, and the inftances of 
all the other houſholds they baptized. . He cannot 
but allow, that it is a good and ſafe rule to make 
the ſcripture its own interpreter, or to explain the 
more concife and obſcure paſſages by fuch other 
paſſages relating to the ſubject as are more full and 
explicit; and if he admits of this rule in every o- 
ther caſe, he ought certainly to ſhew cauſe why it 
cannot be admitted here. I appeal to himſelf, if 
he has not purpoſely ſingled -out this account of 
Lydia's houfſhold in diſtinction from all the reſt, 

for its very conciſeneſs, and as affording him, from 
its ſilence, the greateſt ſeope for conjecture. Sure- 
ly that muſt be a bad cauſe which obliges men to 
ſhun the light, and avail themſelves of darkneſs, 
and ſo oppoſe what the ſcripture ſays not, to what 
it poſitively and repeatedly declares. Taking ad- 
vantage then of the ſilence of this paſſage, he con- 
jectures, that Lydia's houſhold was all made up of 
little children; and then ſhe muſt have been an ex- 
traordinary woman indeed, to have managed her 
public buſinefs of ſelling purple, together with a 
family of helpleſs infants, for it does not appear 
ſhe had a huſband at that time. If it be ſuppoſed 
the had fervants to affiſt her, then, for any thing 
we know, theſe may have been her houſbold, ac- 
cording 


(: 4; F 


cording to the frequent uſe of that word in ſcrip- | 
turez fee Gen. xvii. 27. 1 Kings i. 9, 11. 2 Kings 


vii. 9, 11. But our author 1 imagines they were in- 
fants, becauſe when ſhe invites Paul and his com- 


panions to her houſe, ſhe uſes this argument, If 


« ye have judged me faithful;“ whereas had they 
been adults, ſhe muſt have ſaid, If ye have judged 
us faithful, elſe ſhe muſt have had © a high ſenſe 
« of her own importance, and a great penury of 
es brotherly love.” But perhaps ſhe knew, that ſhe 
had the only right, both by the law of God and 
man, to invite them to her own houſe, and that in 


her own! name too, as ſhe was the miſtzeſs and head 
of it, as well as proprietor of all che entertainment 


therein; and perhaps ſhe did this in the kind. ſim- 
plicity of her heart, without imagining what bad 
conſtruction would be put upon this act of love 


1724 years afterwards. Suppoſing her thoroughly 
inſtructed in the Chriſtian law of © eſteeming 
others better than ourſelves, and in honour pre- 

 ferring one another,” Rom. xii. 10. Philip. ii. 3. 
(for which ſhe had as yet very little time), yet it 
could never enter into her head, that that law ſet 
aſide her civil ſuperiority of miſtreſs over her ſer- 
vants, or her natural fuperiority of a parent, even 


over her adult children; ſee Eph. vi. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 


7, 8. Nor could ſhe ever learn, from any exhor- 
tation in all the New Teſtament, (ſuppoſing it then 


written), that ſhe was now deprived. of the ſole 


right of diſpoſing of her own; of ufing hoſpitality 
to faints and ſtrangers; and of preſſing their ac- 
ceptance of her kindneſs, as an evidence that they 


eſteemed her faithful to the Lord therein; ſee 


3 John ver. 5. 
The author does“ not chuſe to ſay what muſt 
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ct be aſcribed to Paul and his companions, who” 
ec yere conſtrained by this argument: for it ſeems, 


* 2 had they complied with her invitation as a teſtimo- 
m that they eſteemed her faithful, it would have 
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been ſuch an atrocious fin in chem as is not fit to 
be mentioned. But he ought to remember, chat the 
apoſtles were not ſo evil- minded as he would have 
been in this caſe. They were not ſo ungratefully 
diſpofed, as to ſnap at the hand that offered them 
a kindnefs, nor fo captious as to carp at F 
dictated by a heart overflowing with love. 

He ſays, We may learn from Jeſus's words, 
 & that her little children are here called her hou- 
« ſhold; for, pointing at the little children who 
*© were brought to him in the days of his fleſh, he 
% faid, ſuch is the kingdom of God.” There are 
fome aſſertions difficult to anſwer from their ex- 
treme abſurdity; and F am miſtaken if this is 
not one of them. Our Lord does not here men- 
tion any perſon's houſhold whatever, far leſs the 
- Houſhold of Lydia in particular; neither is he de- 
fining the word hou/bold,. or reſtricting its ſenfe to 
little children, contrary to its uſual acceptation 
throughout the whole ſcripture; His words are 
not, Of ſuch only are the howſholds of believers; 
but, Of fuch is the kingdom of God.“ How 
then can we learn from theſe words that Lydia had 
little children, who are here called her houſhold, 
and that in diſtinction from her adult children and 
domeſtics? Noah's houſe conſiſted of his wife, ſons 
and daughters: in law, and there were no infants 
there, Gen. vii. 7. Abraham had a numerous hou- 
ſhold of ſervants, whilſt as yet ho had no child of 
his own, Gen. xiv. 14. chap. xv. 2, 3. Our Lord 


; ſays, « A man's foes an be they of bis own hauſe- 
« hold,” 


tn) 


te Bold, » Matth. x. 36. does the word houſhol | 


here mean little children? The word houſe, 
or houſhold, in ſcripture ſignifies fometimes a man's 
kindred, lineage, and diſtant poſterity, Luke i. 27. 
chap. ii. 4. ſometimes 4 whole people or tribe, Pſal. 
txv. 12. and ſometimes, a man's particular family; 
including his wife, adult and infant children, as 

well as domeſtic ſervants, as has been ſhown; but 


in no part of the word of God does it Genify little 


children in diſtinction from adults, this being on- 


y a conceit of ſome modern Pedobaptiſts, invent- 
ed to ſupport their eauſe with the ignorant; but 


which muſt prejudice it with thoſe who ſearch the 
ſeriptures for themſelves. 


The paſſage itſelf, however, affords eidiace 


that Lydia's houſhold were adults; for we are told, 


ver. 40. that Paul and Silas“ went out of the pri- 


* ſon, and entered into the houſe of Lydia, and 
& when they had feen the brethren, they comfort- 
« ed them, and departed.“ Now, infants cannot 


be ſuppoſed capable of being comforted; and whe- 


ther it is: moſt reaſonable to think that they com- 
forted theſe young converts of Lydia's houſhold, 
whom they were now leaving behind them, expoſed 
to the hatred: of their infidel neighbours, or thefe 
hardy veterans Timothy and Luke, their fellow- 


travellers and labourers, who departed along wich 


themſelves, let the reader judge. This fame Ti- 
mothy was ſent back to comfort and ſtrengthen the 
Theſſalonians, a little while afterwards, 1 The® 
Ui. 1—8. 

Our author farther affirms, that “ the baptiſin 
© of the houſhold of Lydia, when ſhe profeſſed 
te the faith, was agreeable to the dqftrine which 
Paul taught; for he ſaid to believers In — 
c lus 
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0 cs, 77 The unbelieving huſband is fanQtifed 2 


« the wife, and the unbelieving wife is ſanctified 
tc to the huſband; elſe were your children un- 
tc clean, or common, but now are they holy,” or 
4 ſet apart unto God.” 1 Oor. vii. 14. But what 
has this text to. do with baptiſm ? The apoſtle is 
not here ſpeaking a word upon that £f-bje&, but 
anſwering the ſcruples of Chriſtians about con. 
tinuing in their marriage relation with infidels. He 
makes the apoſtle to ſay, that the children are ho- 
ly as ** ſet apart unto God;” whereas he is ſpeak; 
ing of a holineſs which is the reſult of the unbe. 
lieving party's being ſanctifiedl or made holy; for, 
ſays the apoſtle, ** the unbelieving party is ſancti- 
fed, elſe were your children unclean;” The 
apoſtle denies that the children would be holy, un- 


leſs the unbelieving parent were ſo alſo; and it is 
certain, that no other holineſs cam reſult from, or. 


be thus connected with, the holineſs of an unbe- 
ever, but what is of the ſame nature with itſclf, 
Mr. Huddleſton, after having told us, that the un- 
believing wife is ſanctiſied to the huſband as his 
food is, gives us his view of the holiheſs- of the 
children thus, But now are they holy, viz. as 
„ the Corinthians themſelves. were holy, being 
© waſhed, ſanctiſied and juſtified in the name ci 


„ the Lord Jeſus, and by the Spirit of God “. 
Let us try then how the text will read according to 
this gloſs 3 * The unbelievipg wife is ſanctified to 
„ the huſband as his food is; elſe were your chil- 


& dren-neither waſhed, ſanctified nor juſtificd in 


e the name of the Lord Jeſus, nor by the Spirit 
e of God!!!” The very ſtating of this, mant- 


feſts its abſurdity at once. The ſame author pro- 
| poſes 


Letters, 0-73. 


poſes 
«6 an? 
«c the 
« he 
« ing 
6; ed 
tenſiv 
fider 
« ed 
& bel 
« hy 
theſe 
it the 
full a 
foecia 
lineſs 
there 
te the 
« 18 
« ap 
« be] 
« or 
No; 
were 
their 
grou! 
them 
Was | 
beliex 
the b 
miſre 


Cy 


poſes what he calls a reaſonable requeſt, viz. ec Let 
« any text in the Bible, between the beginning and 
« the end, be produced where a perſon is faid to 
« be holy, where a ſpecial relation to God, or be- 
« ing devoted and ſeparated to bim is not intend» 
ed ®,”— But without entering into ſuch an ex- 
tenſive ſearch, I produce this very text under con- 
ſderation, The unbelieving huſband is ſanctifi- 
„ ed (Sxiacu, made boly) by the wife, and the un- 
& believing wife is ſanctified (made holy) by the 
« huſband;” to which let me add his own ſenſe of 
theſe words, that the unbeliever is ſanctified to 
the believer as his food is +,” and this gives a 
full anſwer to his requeſt, until he inform us what 
ſpecial relation to God unbelievers\have by this ho- 
lineſs, and how they are devoted or ſeparated to him 
thereby. He ſays, © We have generally explained 
© the ſanQification here to intend marriage —but 
« js it poſfible we can be ſerious in fuppoſing the 
« apoſtle would tell theſe Corinthians that had un- 
« believing wives, that they were married to them ? 
« or, did the Corinthians need to be told this? 1 
No; but though they did not need to be told they 
were married, yet they needed to be told that 
their marriage was lauful, elſe what was the 
ground of their ſcruple at all? He is not telling 
them they were married, but that their marriage 
was lawful or holy, by ſhowing them that the un- 
believing party was ſanctiſied () in that relation to 
the believer, and ſo not to be put away. He allo 
miſrepreſents our view of the uncleannefs and ho- 
lineſs of the children. We have (ſays he) ex- 
* plained the uncleanneſs of the children to be 
« baftardy, and the holinefs legitimacy g;“ and he 

thinks 


» Letters, p. 7. + Ibid, p. 30 f Ibid. 8 Ibid 


_ (46) 
thinks the Corinthians had no occaſion: to be told, 
their children were not baſtards; for as they were 
the children of marriage, they muſt have known 
them to be legittmate.. But by baſtards in this caſe 
we do not mean thoſe begotten betwixt perſons 
fingle, or unmarried, but the iſſue of unlau/ul mar- 
riages, like thoſe which ſprung from an Ifraclitc's 
marriage with a heathen, This is the uncleanneſs 
which the apoſtle is ſpeaking of; and as he makes 
this uncleanneſs of the children, to come from 


he ſuppoſed unlawfulneſs of their parents marri- 


age, ſo does he make their holineſs to be the effect 
of che lawfulneſs or ſanctity of that marriage; and 
what kind of holineſs can this be but legitimacy, 
chey being begotten according to the law of God, 
which is the ftandard of all holineſs? ? 
That the holineſs of the children Sy is of- the 
fame kind with that of the unbelieving parent, will 
be further evident, if we confider, 1. That the 
apoſtle infers the one from the other : The un- 
s believing wife is ſanctiſied; — elſe were your chil- 
« dren unclean; but now. are 1 holy;“ now it 
does not follow from the 's having one kind 
of holineſs, that therefore Fay ildren. muſt have 
another and higher kind; but it follows clearly, 
that if the wife or huſband is lawful, rhe children 
muſt be fo alſo.— 2. The apoſtle abfolutely denics 
that the children would have this holineſs, unleſs 
the unbelieving parent (i.) had been ſandtified, or 
previoufly made holy: The unbelieving wife 
* hath. been ſanftifed ;—elſe were your children 
c unclean.” Now, if the holineſs of the children 


be the effect of their being waſhed, juſtified and 
fandtified, it could never depend upon, or ſtand 
and fall with that inferior kind of holineſs N 
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„ to the unbelicving parent ; for this would be t6 


make the very ſalvation of children to depend up- 
on the lawfulneſs of their parents marriage; but 
if we underſtand the holinefs to be legitimacy, it 
is plain that this depends entirely on their parents 
having been lawfully married. 3. When the apoſtle 
fays, © Elſe were your children unclean,” he ſhows 
what would have been the caſe, had the law of 
Moſes been in force with reſpect to their unbeliey- 
ing wives; but that law made the children unclean 
in no other ſenſe than it made the unbelieving pa- 
rent; therefore the holineſs which he oppoſes to 
that uncleanneſs, and aſcribes to each, muſt be the 
fame in both. —— 4. No other holineſs than legiti- 
macy-could fuit the apoſtle's argument againſt put- 
ting away their unbelieving wives; for the chil- 
dren of eyen an inceſtuous marriage may have the 
holineſs of the truth, while yet the marriage itſelf 
ought till to be diſſolved ; but if the children are 
lawfully begotten, then the marriage muſt have 
been lawful alſo, and therefore muſt ſtand. | 
Upon the whole, it is demonſtrably clear, that 
the meaning of the paſſage is neither more nor leſs 
than this, © Ye muſt not put away your unbeliev- 
« ing wives, if they are willing to dwell with you, 
(2s Iſrael were obliged to do by their law of ſe- 
© paration from the heathen, Deut. vii. 3.) elſe 
« ye muſt put away your children alſo; for 
« that law claſſed them with the unclean party, 
«2nd enjoined them to be put away, Ezra x. 3-3 
« but now, under the goſpel, both the unbelieving 
„ party, and the children. begot with them, are 
te holy or lawful, even as the meats formerly for- 
* bidden are, (1 Tim. iy. 5.) that law being ſet aſide 
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* which made them unlawful or unclean.” Now, 
what has this paſſage to do with infant ſprinkliog ? 
Our author aſſerts, that & the children of believ. 
&* ing parents are repreſented in ſcripture as ſome 


« way connected with their parents in the profeſ- 


tc ſion made by them ;” and for proof of this cites 
2 Tim. i. 16. The Lord give mercy to the houſe 
tc of Oneſiphorus; for be oft refreſhed me, and 
« was not aſhamed of my chain.” 80 it ſeems 
Paul could not pray for the houſe of Oneſiphorus, 
unleſs they had been connected with their parent 
in his profeſſion III Does this deſerve an anſwer ? 
The houſhold of Oneſiphorus were not infants, 
but had made the profeſſion themſelves, as is evi- 
dent from his charging. Timothy, in this "IT, epi 
ſtle, to ſalute them, chap. iv. 19. 

The author ſays. children are ſome way conneC:- 
ed with their parents; but docs not tell us what 
way. I will venture to do it for him The Pecu. 
liar connection betwixt a parent and his child is 
entirely natural and carnal. If they are Chriſt's, 


they are in that reſpect both equally children; _ 


in relation ta one another, in this connection, they 
are not parent and child, but brethren ; in which re- 
ſpe& they are as much related to all the houſhold 
of God as to one another. This connection has 
nothing to do with the fleſhly relation, but is ſu- 
pernatural ; nor is it peculiar to parent and child, 
but is founded on that common union by which 


every member of Chriſt's bedy is connected with 


him as the Head. 

He concludes this part, by obſerving, © That in 
© the baptiſm of little children we have a lively re- 
a preſentation of this great truth, As fin and 
« death came from the firſt Adam to all his na- 
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« tural ſeed, and even to little children, without 
% any act or deed of theirs; ſo righteouſneſs and 


« life come from the ſecond Adam to all his ſpi- 
« ritual ſeed, and even to little children in the 
« ſame way ”—— This ſeems to imply, that this 
great truth is not ſo properly repreſented in the 
baptiſm of believers, becauſe they can perform 
ſome act or deed of their own to obtain righteouſ- 
neſs and life v. If there is any thing in this repre- 
ſentation peculiar to infants, it muſt ly in this, 
that as by the obedience of one many are made 
righteous ; ſo (according to our author) by the 
profeſſion of one man all his infants appear righ- 
teous. Thus the parent and his profeſſion for his 
houſhold, is a lively repreſentation of Chriſt and 
his vicarious obedicnce. for the whole houſhold of 
faich!!! But then the other part of the repreſen. 
tation is not quite ſo lively; for whereas by the 
diſobedience of one many are made ſinners, and fo 
in their firſt birth are ſhapen in iniquity and conceiu- 
ed in fin, the author teaches us, that children are 
born holy by virtue of their connection with believ- 
ing parents, and this may be conſtructed by weak 
mir:d; as contradicting the doctrine of original fin ; 
for every one will not be able to underſtand how 
righteouſneſs and life ſhould be tranſmitted to us 
in the ſame channel with fin and death. 

Mr. Huddleſton affirms, “ That men have their 
*-little children connected with them in the great 
* ſalvation by the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, even as they 
« are in the condemnation by Adam +.” But this 
contradicts a number of ſcripture facts; Adam 
had a Cain in his family, Noah a Ham, Abraham 
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* The papfſts have invented many lively repreſentations, which 
they think more ſignificant then thoſe which God hath enjoined. 
{| Letters, p. 23 | 
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an-Iſhmael, and Iſaac an Eſau, none of Which 
children the ſcripture directs us to look upon as 
connected with their parents in ſalvation, and yet all 
theſe were infants before they became adults. But 
he has a falvo for this, viz. that the connection in 
falvation continues only during their infancy, but 


vaniſhes in the adult ſtate. This hereditary ſalva- 


tion, fleeting as it is, he makes peculiar. to the New 


Teſtament: The promiſe (ſays he) which is to 


© believers and their children, belongs to the co- 
« venant made after theſe days; and it was never 
« ſaid to Abraham, thou ſhalt be ſaved, and thy 
% houſe “.“ Now, if we compare this with his af- 


firming, that this promiſe © is the very teſtimony 


© of the goſpel +,” it muſt follow, that the 


goſpel was not preached before unto Abraham; 


nor could his faith“ anſwer to that which is now 
“ preached,” or be ſet before us in the New Teſta- 


ment as the example of our faith, as in Rom. iv. 12, 
23, 24. Gal. iii. 6—9. Neither can we, according 


to this author, perceive Abraham to have been 


of the kingdom of God; for (ſays he), We per- 


* ceive an adult perſon to be of the kingdom 


cc of God, by his confefling the truth to his own | 


« ſalvation, and the falvation of his houſe F Laſt- 
ly, according to this, we have no ground to be- 
lieve there were any: elect infants under the Old 
Teſtament ; for he denies that we have any other 


foundation whereon to reſt our opinion that there 
are elect infants, but their connection with their 
- believing parents ; yet Abraham, it ſeems, had not 


even this evidence. However, when we conſider 
all that has been advanced upon this ſalvation, 


Abraham would be at very little loſs, it 2 a 


matter not worth the contending for. 
! | wa 5 ART 
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* Erle is the figure correſponding umto che 
* preſervation, and viſible ſalvation of Noah, 
&© and ſeven more in connection with him in 4 
© the ark, by water. —“ Wherein few, that b 
e is eight ſouls, were ſaved by water. The | 
© like figure whereunto, even baptiſm, doth | 
alſo now ſave us;. not the putting away of 
« the filth of the fleſh, but the anſwer of a = 
good conſcience towards God, by the re- = 
e ſurrection of Jeſus Chriſt. 1 Pet. iii. 20, 21. s 


Here our author runs the parallel betwixt bap- 
tiſm and the temporal deliverance of Noah and his 
family from the flood, thus ; — © It agrees there- 
© to as water is uſed in-baptiſm.”— This we grant; 
for the apoſtle ſays, that eight ſouls were ſaved 
(3! v8«roc) through, by, or rather in water, as the ſame 
original phraſe is rendered, 2 Pet. iii. 5. So bap- 
tiſm repreſents not only our death and burial with ' 
Chriſt, but alſo our reſurrection with him, and i 
deliverance” from death Rom. vi. 4. Col. ii. 12.— | 
He ſays, * It agrees thereto, as baptiſm is a ſign of | 
te the falvation that is by Chriſt.”—— The falva- | 
tion of Noah and his houſe, by the ark in water, | 
was indeed a type of the ſalvation that is by Chriſt ;- 
for. the apoſtle: calls baptiſm, and the ſalvation 
fignificd thereby its-(«wr:rvr) antitype. But it ought 
to be noticed, that there is ſtill ſuch a difference be- 
twixt them, as is betwixt Old Teſtament types and 
New Teſtament ordinances. The redemption of 
old Iſrael from Egypt, when they paſſed under the 
cloud, and through the ſea, was alſo a type of bap- __— 
tiſm and the ſalvation ſignified thereby; but that OS 
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typical baptiſm was not into Chriſt, but into Moſes tifn 
and the ſalvation by that baptiſm was not the ſalva- wer 
tion by Chriit, but the temporal deliverance of an chi 
. earthly nation from Egyptian ſlavery. Even, fo the dre 
ſalvation of theſe eight in water was in itſelf only dre 
a temporal ſalvation from the deluge, and the pre- the 
ſervation of a race of men, as well as of every wit] 
other animal, for repleniſhing the earth. But the onl 
New Ted rat boptiſm has no temporal, typical, 400 
nor even viſille ſal ation (as our author affirms *) tize 
connected with i it, but is the immediate ſign of the it c. 
ſpiritual and inviſible ſalvation by Chriſt. It does But 
not fave from the flood, nor from Egyptian bon- war 
dage, nor by putting away the .filth of the fleſh, of; 
like the legal bathings; but by the death and re- — 
ſurrection of Chriſt ; and in this refpedt it eſſential- . 
ly differs from theſe earthly deliverances being dre: 
their antuype, as the apoſtle dectares. Alt this, amc 
however, is nothing to the point, and therefore he tiſm 
adds, It agrees thereto. as the little children of it ca 
, believers are baptized, and fo viſibly ſaved on and 
& account of their connection with their parents.“ te f 
This is a ftrange aſſertion indeed } and fo far from « 

| having any foundation in the text, that it is every «ec 
way contrary to it. The paſſage informs us, that 1 J 
there were but eight ſouls ſaved in the ark, and our is th 
author (as in the caſe of Lydia's houſhold) ſup- offc 

| Poſes they were little children; but the ſcripture Gy 
expreſsly tell us, that theſe eight fouls were Noah, our 
his wife, his three fons, and their wives, ſee Gen. a 
vi. 18. chap. vii. 7. chap. viii. 16. Surely theſe by t 
married ſons were not little-chidren, neither were ix. c 
their wives little children, nor were they Noah's Nox 
proper children at all. How then does the bap- FF te 
a r 3 ulm g00⁰ 
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ulm of little children agree thereto, when there 


were no little children there? If it proves any 


thing at all about the baptiſm of a believer's chil- 


dren, it proves too much, viz. that the adult chil- 


dren of a believer muſt be baptized on account of _ - N 1 
their connection with him, for ſuch only can agree © 


with Noah's ſons: and' it will alſo prove, that not 


only a man's own adult children, but alſo his wife, 


and the adult children of others, ſhould all be bap⸗ 


tized upon his ſingle profeffion; for without this 


it cannot agree to Noah's wife and his ſons wives. 
But as the author does not admit that this paſſage 


warrants the baptiſm of adults upon the profeſſion 
of another, (though ſuch art ihe only perſons here 


mentioned), ſurely, with much more reaſon may 


we deny, that it warrants the baptiſm of little chil- 
dren, when we are ſure there were none ſuch 
among them. In whatever reſpect; therefore, bap- 


tiſm agrees with the falvation of theſe eight perſons, 


it cannot be in having little children for its ſubjects; 


and this is clear from the paſſage itſelt ! Bap- 


te tiſm doth alſo now ſave us (not the pytting away 


&« of the filth of the fleſh, but the anſwer of a good 
t conſcience towards God) by the reſurrectiòn of 
te Jeſus Chriſt.” The anſwer of a good conſcience 


is the effect of faith im Chriſt, as delivered for our 
offences, and raifed again for our juſtification, and 


conſiſts in the conſcious ſenſe of the remiflion of 
our fins, peace with God, and freedom of acceſs un- 


to a throne of grace, which could never be obtained 


by the typical ſacrifices or purifications, ſee Heb, 
K. 9, 13, 14. chap: X. 1, 2; 14; 19, 20, 21; 22. 
Now, baptiſm being the ſign of that purgation in 
the blood of Chriſt, which gives the anſwer of a 
good. conſcience, it cannot be adminiſtered to any 
E- 3. - bur 
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"= bak fach 4s. appear by their profeſſton to have chein 
conſciences thus purified by faith in Chriſt's. blood, 


of which infants. can give no evidence, 
To. affirm, that little children are © viſibly fhaed, 


'©. on account. of their connetion- with. their pa · 


© rents,” is, in my opinion, a very ſelf-righteous. 


doctrine. It has been already ſhown, that we can- 
not, according to che ſcripture, look upon any as: 
wv'ſibly ſaved, without looking upon them as really 


ſaved ; becauſe the former is the very evidence or 


appearance of the latter; — becauſe we neither can 


nor ought to diſtinguiſh them ;—and chiefly, be- 


cauſe Chriſt hath purchaſed no-viſible ſalvation for 
_ __ any, in diflinQtion from a ſpiritual, everlaſting, and 


real one. If then, children are vi/ivly faved on ac- 


count of their connection with their parents, they 
muſt alſo, in our eſtimation, be really ſaved on 
HA ACCOUNT. This is fine doctrine indeed !. 


and, if it he not putting the parent in the place of 
Chriſt, it looks ſomething like it. It can eafily be 


. conceived. how children may obtain temporal de- 


liverances in connection with, and even on account 


of their parents ſuch as the ſalvation from the de- 
- Jage, and redemption from Egypt; but the goſpel 
. ſalvation comes by another connection, and muſt: 


be placed to another account. Will the author af- 
firm, that he himſelf was even vi/ib!y ſaved, (as he 
calls it), on account of his connection with his pa- 
rents? and does he teach his children, that they 
are ſaved on account of their connection with him? 


If neither he nor his children can take the com- 


fort of this connection for their own ſalvation, what 


is he contending for all this time? Surely that muſt 
be a ſalvation unworthy of the goſpel Gas cannot 


be Cn to. He . «& Vi/ible ſalvation is by 


* * bep- 


— 
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& baptiſarʒ but real ſalvation is through the ſhed- 


« ding of Chriſt's blood.“ If he means by this, 


that baptiſin is the ſign of viſible, but not of real 
falvation by Chriſt's blood, I have already ſhown 


this to be contrary to ſcripture, an unworthy view 
of the ordinance, and altogether- abfurd. But if 


he means, that baptiſm 1/elf ſaves viſibly; I aſk, 
What does it fave from? It does not put away the 
filth of the fleſh, like the legal purifications, nor 
does it ſave the body from ſlavery or death, like 
the typical ſalvations; and the apoſtle tells us, that 
it cannot fave: the ſoul, or purge the conſcience, 
but by the death and reſurrection of Chriſt, —— 
What idea then ſhall we affix to this viſible ſalva- 
tion by. baptiſm a ſalvation which he diſtinguiſhes 
from real ſalvation by the blood of Chriſt z—a ſal- 
vation. which does not advantage either ſoul or bo- 
dy ;—a ſalvation which muſt not be truſted to, but 
mocks our hopes, eludes our ſearch, and flies our 


graſp, like a baſeleſs viſion, Is ſuch a fahcy as this- 


worthy. of the God of ſalvation ? Is it even worthy 
the naine of ſalvation? In ſhort, it comports. with. 
nothing} but theſe other dreams. and imaginations 
with which the author hag furniſhed out his whale 
en from — end. 


Of the ACTION called. B APTIS: M. 


Our author owns,. that baptiſm is dipping or 


. Plunging in water, as the word frequently ſignifies. 
_ this;. but then he thinks it bears another ſenſe in 


1, Cor. x. 2. though he does not tell us what it ſig- 
nifies there. He then proceeds to. afſert. roundly, 


_ that © Thoſe who have water poured out or ſhed- 
4 forth upon them, or are ſprinkled with water, 


are 


* 
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are baptized with water, according to the lar ff p 


c guage ef the New Teſtament;” for this he cites 
Mark i 8. Acts i. 5. But none of theſe paſſages 
ſpeak of pouring or ſprinkling water, but of bapti. 
zing in it; and the queſtion ſtill returns, What 
does that mean? This he thinks may be gathered 
From baptiſm in the. Holy Ghoſt, which is ſaid to 
be peur ed out, or ſhed forth upon men, Acts ii. 16, 
17, 33+ chap. xi. 15, 16. Should we remind him, 
that the Holy Ghoſt was ſo poured out upon men 
as to fill them with it, and that therefore, according 
to this argument, they muſt alfo be filled with wa- 
ter in baptizing them ; he will tell us, that this is 
fooliſh aſſer tion, and that filling men with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and bapiizing them therewith, are as diſtin& 


as cauſe and effed ! Thus he proves that baptifm is 


either plunging, pouring, or ſprinkling. In oppo- 
| ſtion to which I obſerve; | 
1. That the Greck word , baptize, is never 
tranſlated into Engliſh, when the ordinance of bap- 
tiſm is intended. Baptize is not a tranſlation, but 
an adoption of the Greek word. The tranſlatorz 
were forbid to render it into Engliſh in the inſtruc- 
tions they receivedgfrom King James“, whereby 
people are left to affix any idea to it which the cu- 
ſtom of the country ſuggeſts; and ſo, in this coun- 
try, it is generally underſtood to mean the ſprin- 
kling, or pouring a little water on the face of an 
infant: whereas, baptize ſignifies to dip, immerſe, 
or plunge in any thing, eſpecially liquids, and in 


this ordinance, to dip or immerſe the body in water. 


The Pedobaptiſts themſelves generally acknowledge 
this ſenſe of the word, and * immerſion was the 


prac- 
cee a copy of theſe inſtruQtions in Lewis's hiſtory of the Engliſh 


* of che Bible... 
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pra raQtice of the apoſtles, and continued in the church 


for at leaſt thirteen centuries after. 


All the methods by which the ſenſe of any word 


can be found, fix the ſenſe of haptize to be immer- 


ſion. Should we trace it to its primary root, or 


follow it in all its derivatives and compounds; 
ſhould we conſult all the Greek lexicons of any 
note; or take the ſurer method of obſerving its 
conſtant and uniform ufe in Greek authors and 
tranflators, before the practice of ſprinkling took 
place, we ſhall find all agree in fixing this as the 
common and proper acceptation of that word, and 
meet with no circumſtance that will oblige us to 
depart from it. 

This word, like moſt ola may indeed ſome- 
times be uſed in a ſecondary, figurative, or leſs 
proper ſenſe. Words are often choſen, not ſo 


much for their ſtrict literal fignification, as for 
ſome analogy or ſtriking fimilitude they bear to 


the ſubject; but the proper ſenſe of words cannot 
de fixed from ſuch uſe of them. Thus our Lord 
reprefents his ſufferings by a cup which the Father 
had given him to drink, John viii 11. but the 
nature of his ſufferings will neither exptain the 


meaning of the word cup, nor the action of drink. 


ing it. Theſe ſufferings are likewiſe called a bapti/m, 
Luke xii. 50. but from this we cannot fix the 
meaning of that word, or the action thereby ſig- 
niſied, as it is only figuratively uſed, to repreſent 
the greatneſs of his ſufferings, even as they are ſet 
forth in Old Teſtament metaphors, by his finking 
in deep. mire, and coming into deep waters, where 
the floods overflow him, Pfal. lxix. x, 2. It is ſaid 
of Iſrael, that they“ were all baptized unto Moſes 
in the cloud, and in the ſea,” 1 Cor. x. 2. but 
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Kea? being under the cloud, and paſſing through the 
fea, ver. 1. (which was a wall upon their right and 


left), though it was a kind of immerſion, yet it 
does not determine with preciſion the meaning of 


the word; for here was- no action performed by 


one man upon another, as our Lord enjoins, nor 
was there a cloſe contact of the water with their 
bodies, as there muſt be in Chriſtian baptiſm. 

It has been argued, that as baptiſm in the holy 


Ghoſt is expreſſed by pouring lim out on men, there- 


fore baptiſm in water muſt be performed by pouring 
water on them But the extraordinary effuſion of the 
Holy Ghoſt is variouſly expreſſed in ſcripture z it is 
called anainting, filling with, grving of, pouring ou 
of the Holy Ghoſt, and believers are ſaid to have 
all-been made to drink into one Spirit, Now, which 
of all theſe expreſſions alludes to the manner of 
baptiſm in water 7 If it is ſaid, pauring alludes to it; 
I aſk, upon what authority is this affirmed ? The 
ſcripture does not call this expreſſion baptiſm more 
than the reſt. The truth is, all'theſe are but dif- 
ferent expreſſions for the ſame thing, viz. the gi- 
ving of the Holy Ghoſt; but none of them are ex- 
preflive of the manner of that action called baptiſn, 
nor ſo much as allude to it. Pouring in particular, 
does not allude to the manner of baptizing, but to 
that of auointing; ſee Acts x 38. 2 Cor. 4. 21. 
1 John ii. 27. the manner of which was by pouring, 
Nee Exod. xxix. 7. Mat. xxvi. 7. and it alſo alludes 


10 the watering of fields to make them fruitful, 


for under this metaphor the effuſion of the Spirit 
is often ſet forth; ſee Iſa. xliv. 3, 4. chap XXXii, 
15. compared with Heb. vi. 4, 7, 8. 

The extraordinary effuſion of the Spirit is called 
Japtiſm, not. in ſtrit propriety of ſpeech, but „ 
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anufion to baptifm in water; and, excepting in one 


place, is always joined with it by a fimilarity of 
phraſe. Thus Acts i. 5. © John baptized with wa- 
4 ter; but ye thall be baptized with the Holy 
1 Ghoſt; where it is plain, that giving the Holy 
Ghoſt is called baptizing, by a figure of ſpecch bor. 
rowed from water baptiſm. Inſtances of this kind are 
innumerable in ſcripture. Jeſus calling Simon and 
Andrew from their fiſhing, ſays, © I will make you 
& fiſhers of men ;” which is an expreffion-taken from 
the employment they were then engaged in; and, 
as it would be very improper to explain the manner 


of fiſhing from the practice of the apoſtles in 


preaching the goſpel, it muſt be equally ſo to ex- 

plain the action of baptizing in water, by the man- 

ner in which the Spirit was given, for which there 

are various expreflions beſides that of baptiſm; 

eſpecially too as theſe expreſſions are borrowed from 

31 things, and ſo cannot ſtrictly apply to the 
pirit. | ; 

The word Bo is: rendered waſhing in Mark 
vii. . and it is alledged, that the utenſils there 
mentioned cannot be ſuppoſed to be plunged in wa- 
ter. But if we look into the law about cleanſing 


defiled veſſels, &c. we ſhall find, this was to be 


done by plunging or puiting them into the water. 
„Whether it be any veſſel of wood, or raiment, or 
« ſkin, or ſack, whatſoever veſſel it be wherein any 
work is done, it muſt be put into water,” Lev. 
Xi. 32. And though the Jews are hlamed for their 
fuperſtition in holding things unclean that were not 
fo by the law, yet they are not accuſed of ufing any 
other method of cleanſing than the law preſcribed. 


Mr. Huddleſton aſſerts, that he waſhing of hands 


( 60 ) „ 

is ala called baptiſm, Matth. xv. 2. "WI vil. 3. * 
daut in this he is miſtaken, for the word there is not 
baptizo but nipio, which is the word uſed for waſh. 
ing of hands ; and as for the baptiſm mentioned, 
Mark vir 4. Lake xi. 38. it does not fignify the 
waſhing of hands, but the bathing or immerſion of 
the whole body. The baptiſms mentioned, Heb. 
ix. 10. were not every kind of waſhing, but the 
divers baptiſms preſcribed by the law for unclean 
perſons, which were performed by bathing in water, 
Thus Numb, xix. 19.—* and on the ſeventh day 
« he ſhall purify himſelf, and waſh his clothes, 
«and Party himſelf in water, and ſhall be clean at 
© even.” And the apoſtle calls theſe bathings di- 
Vers baptiſms, becauſe they were performed at dif- 
ferent times, and for various kinds of uncleanneſs; 

ſee Lev. xv. Lf @, 11, 3, 21, 22, 27. chap. xvi. 26, 
28. chap. xvii. 15, 16. Numb. xix. 7, 8, 19. But 

with reſpe@ ro the manner of applying the blood, 
water and-aſhes of the heifer, (Numb. xix. 17, 18.) 
he does not call this baptiſm, but (rhantiſmo-) ſprin- 
Kling, as it really was, "Heb. ix. 13. 

_- Had this ordinance included every mode of 
WASHING, it would not have been expreſſed by 
buprizo, but by lun. as in Acts xvi. 33. 1 Cor. vi. 11. 
2 Pet. ii. 22. or nipto, as in John xiii. 6. 10. Matth. 
xv 2. chap xxvii 24. or pluno, as in Luke v. 2. 
Had it been $PRINKLING, it would have been ex- 
preſſed by rhantiZo, as in Heb. ix. 13, 19. chap. 
X. 22. and xii. 24. 1 Pet. i. 2.— Had it been pouR- 
"ING, then the word would have been cheo or chun, 
as in Luke x. 34. Acts ii. 17. 33. chap. 10. 45. But 
as this ordinance is neither waſhig in general, nor 
the modes of /prinkiing and pouring in particular 

| | | ſo 2 


Letters, p. 98. 


. 


| 


I 


| ſo it is diſtinguiſhed from theſe by 8 term, 
and which has a different fignification, wiz. to dip, 
immer/e, or plunge. It is remarkable, thatwe have 
the three words, dip, ſprinkle, and pour occurring 
ſometimes in. the compaſs of two verſes, and di- 


ſtinguiſhed as three different ſucceſſive actions to 
be performed upon the ſame thing, which demon- 


ſtrates that they are not of the ſame import. Thus 
Lev. iv. 6, 7. And the prieſt ſhall (bapſei) dip his 


te finger in the blood, and (proſranei) ſprinkle of 


te the blood ſeven times before the Lord, and be- 
tc fore the veil of the ſanftuary,—and {hall (ck 


« chei). pour all the blood of the bullock at the bot- 
© tom of the altar of the burat-offering.” Now, 
had the prieſt preſumed to convert b2p0 here, into 


ſprinkling-or pouring, he would have perverted the 


whole of this typical inſtitution, been guilty of re- 


bellion againſt the Lord, and might juſtly have ex- | 


ed immediate vengeance: and ſhall we think 


that the words of our Lord's commiſſion are leſs - 


plain and determinate than thoſe of the law, and 
that we are at greater liberty to quibble upon, and 
alter them at pleaſure ? 


The tranſlators, in other 0 15 rendered | 


the primitive word bapto by the Engliſh word dip, 
wherever it occurs in the New Teſtament ; ſee 


Matth. xxvi. 23. Mark xiv. 20. Luke xvi. 24. John 
xiii. 26, Rev. xix 13, and had they in like manner 


tranſlated it when expreflive of this ordinance, 
every one would have known what action our Lord 
enjoips, when he ſays, baptizing them. They would 


then have ſeen, that men could no more be bapti- , 


zed by /prinkling or pouring, than. they could cat 


| the Lord's ſupper by ſeeing or ſmelling. 


2. Neither ſprinkimg nor pouring will make ſenſe 
F when 
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| „hen ſubſtituted in place of the word baptize. They 


will not conſtruct with (% IN, or (44) IN ro, one 
of which is always affixed to the word boptize, when 
the thing into which men are baptized is mention- 
ed. For inſtance, John baptized Er rp Loptary) in 
Jordan, or (ue Tov lers] into Jordan, Matth. iii. 6, 
Mark i. 9. we have alſo (7, dart) in water, (i car, 
dyig) in the Holy Ghoſt, Matth. iii. IT. (ac ro d yo ae 
into the name, Matth. A ell. 19. (i; ro» Mon,) into 
Moſes, i Cor. X. 2 de Nees) into Chriſt, Gal. iii. 
27. Rom, vi. 3. This chen being the uniform ſtyle 
of the original, let us try what language it will 
make with Jor: Kling or pouring. © Teach all na- 
* tions, psuring them (uc) into the name, &c.— 
« And were poured of John in Jordan. I indeed 
6 our you in water, —he ſhall pour you in the Ho- 
et ly Ghoſt,” &c. This is ſtrange ſtyle, and does 
not font ſenſe; for it conveys an idea as if the 
perſons themſelves were poured as liquids into any 


thing. The like obſervation may be made on the 


other paſſages where baptiſm is mentioned, ſuch as, 
et He that believeth and is poved,” &c. Mark xvi. 16. 
Into what then were ye poured en Acts xix. I 
45 which anſwers only to liquids, not perſons. 


But if we ſubſtitute the word dip or immerſe, which 


is the true Engliſh of the Greek word, then the 
ſenſe is clear. 

Neither will /prinkling do for the ward baptize; for 
how would it ſound to ſay, © Sprinkle them in water, 
« ſprinikie them into Jordan,” &c. ? This conveys the 
idea of any thing thrown in ſmall ſcattered portions 
into water, and cannot ſuit perſons. The tranſlators 


were ſenſible of this impropriety ; and therefore, 


inſtead of in or into, they have given us with * 
to 


Ey cannot be rendered with in the caſe of beptiſm, becauſe 
the other word :; tic cannot be ſo rendered, 


% 


— 


( 63 ) 
to make it agree with ſprinkling, except in ſucli 
places as it would not anſwer, ſuch as Matth. 


li. 5. Mark i. 9. Rom. vi. 3. Gal. iii. 27, Acts xix. 3, 


and yet the original words are the ſame in the other 
paſſages as in theſe. Thus it is evident, that pour- 


ing or ſprinkling ſubſtituted for baptiſm, is both 


contrary to ſcripture, and all propriety of ſpeech. 
3. The circumſtances of our Lord's baptiſm, and 


af the eunuch's, ſhows itto be immerſion. Jeſus was 


baptized of John (gy into Jordan, Mark i. 9. for 


he went up out of the water, and ſo muſt have been 
down in it, Matth. iii. 16. With regard to the eu- 


nuch nothing can be plainer. They came firſt (u 
ri op) to, or upon a certain water, Acts viii. 36. and 


this is all the length that ſome will allow them ta 


have come; but whether they will or no, the text 
adds further, “and they went down both (ig ro d 


e into the water,” ver. 38. where Philip baptized 


him; and when this was performed, we have them 
coming (is dare) © t of the water,” ver. 39. 
4. The places which John choſe. for baptizing 


prove it to be immerſion, viz. Jordan and Enon. 


His reaſon for chuſing the latter place, we are 
exprefsly told, was © becauſe there was much water. 
„ there.” John i iii. 23. which could only be neceſ- 
ſary for immerſion. Some, however, have dimi- 


niſhed the waters at Enon into ſmall ſhallow rivu- 


lets, to prevent immerſion if poſſible z and no doubt 
they would have done the ſame with Jordan, if they 
were not more afraid of a ſneer, than of wreſting 
the ſcriptures; for they would rather turn the 
whole country into a dry parched wilderneſs, than 
ſuffer John to immerſe any. But that we may ſwell 
theſe waters at Enon again to a proper depth, let 
it be noticed, that the words ara wane, much was 
| F 2 | . 
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| ier, or mamy waters, are the fame that are uſed Rev. 


1. 15. chap. xiv. 2. chap. xix. 6. which do not fig- 
nify the purling or murmuring of ſhallow brooks 


or rivulets, but the boiſterous roaring of great wa- 


ters like thoſe of the ſea, for it is compared to the 
voice af mighty hunderings; and that the land of 


Canaan was abundantly ſupplied with deep waters, 


is evident from Deut. viii. 7. 

5. The alluſions which the apoſtle makes to bap- 
tiſm point out the manner of the action. Chriſtians 
are ſaid to be baptized into the death of Chriſt, to 
be buried with him by baptiſm, and therein alſo to 


de riſen with him, Rom. vi. 3, 4 Col. ii. 12. But if 


there were no kind of burial in baptiſm, how could 

it de alluded to as the fign of our burial with Chriſt ? 
In whatever ſenſe we are buried, it cannot be in 
baptiſm, if there is no burial there; nor can there 
be any propriety in mentioning baptiſm as the fign 
of a reſurrection, if no ſuch thing is to be ſeen in 
it. But when we conſider, that baptiſm i is a burial 
in, and a reſurrection from water, the fimilitude 
is ſtriking, and theſe paſſages clear and ſimple. Here 
our author tells us, that“ they are baptized into 
«© the truth teſtified by the Three that bear record 
* in heaven concerning Jeſus. This makes baptiſm 
* (he ſhould have faid ſprinkling or pouring) a pro- 
« per reprefentation of his death and reſurrec- 
tion, and of guilty men's having fellowſhip with 
& him in his death and reſurrection.“ That is, in 


ſhort, the thing ſignified makes any kind of fign a 


proper repreſentation of it! and, by the fame rule, 
he might have told us, that we eat Chriſt's fleſh and 
drink his blood by faith, and this makes any other 
kind of ſign, as well as eating the broken bread and 


Tinting the cup, a proper reprefentation thereof. 
But 


| c 65.) - 

But the 'main thing we ſhould attend unto is the 
will of the Great Inſtitutor, who hath expreſsly 
appointed the ſign to be bapiiſm or immerſion, and 


not ſprinkling or pouring: any other ſign than 
this, be what it will, is not his ordinance, either 
in name or thing, and therefore can in no reſpect pt 


be a proper repreſentation, but a human inventions. 
whereby the law of Chriſt is made void. 


I am, Dear Sir, Yours, &c. 
ARCH. M<LEA Nv 


APPENDIX 


P. may not be improper to add a few more ſtrice - 
tures on what Mr. Huddleſton, and others, 
have advanced, which did not fall in my way in 
anſwering the Remarks. 
It is but too common for perſons, when they 
cannot confute their antagoniſt by fair reaſoning, 
to betake themſclves to reproach and invectives; 
and hence it is, that the charge of ſelf-righteouſneſs 
is brought againſt us for denying infant ſprinkling. 
Mr Glas ſays, that“ The denial of infant baptiſm 
«: comes of making the ſalvation by baptiſm to ly 
„in ſomething elſe than the thing ſignified, even - 
«© in that, whatever it be, which diſtinguiſhes the - 
« adult Chriſtian from his infant, though our Lord 
« expreſsly declares, that we muſt enter his king- 
«© dom even as infants enter it.“ “This (ſays 
„% Mr. Huddleſton) interferes with every argument 
-y eren to ſupport the denial of infant baptiſm “. 
Our denying infant baptiſm becauſe we can- 
«© not ſee them of the true Iſrael, will be followed 
* with this conſequence, that we have ſomcthing 
about us which ſhows us of the true Iſrael, that 
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« has no reſpect to our infants entitling them to 


«© ur regard as fuch Ifraclites ; — and this is in- 


« fluenced by the notion that we become members 


« of this Iſrael by fome ability Which diſtinguiſhes 
«© us from our helpleſs infants J. The true rea- 
«ſon for not admitting infants to baptifm is, the 
© effect of making our falvation to ly in that which 
ec diſtinguiſhes us from them .“ 

This argument (if it may be called one) reminds 
me of what Biſhop Tillotfon ſays of tranſubſtanti- 
ation; “It will ſuffer nothing to be true but itſelf.” 
But how does all this prove, that Cheiſt bath com- 
manded infants to be baptized ? The queſtion about 
| their baptiſm muſt be determined by ſcripture, and 
not bythe ſelf- righteous diſpoſition of thoſe who de 
ny it; for ſuppofe all the deniers of infant baptiſm 
were nothing but a parcel of felf-righteous Phari- 
Fees, it would no mare prove infant baptifm, than 
Mr. Huddleſton's holding it, in connection with 
the church of Rome 6, will prove the contrary. 
Self- righteoufneſs can find accefs upon either fide 
of this controverſy. It has a deeper root in our 
hearts than to ſhift Its quarters upon our changing 
tides in an argument, and can find its account even 
in contending for the truth. I have, however, in 
my ſecond letter to Mr. Glas, demonſtrated, that 


this charge is falſe, in as far as it relates to our rea - 


ſons for denying infant baptiſm, which is all chat 
belongs to the merits of the cauſe. 
We firmly believe, and readily acknowledge, 
- © that infants are as capable of the grace of God, or 
of ſolvation, as adults are, and that adults are ab 
ed by that very thing which faves elect infants; 
but ſtill we deny that infants are proper fubjects 
of goſpel — ſuch as hearing the word,; 
bap - 
» Letters, page 35. TI , {Pan F. 34 
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| a 
baptifm, the Lord's ſupper, &c. Theſe ordi- 
nances were never intended for them 'in infancy, 
nor are they capable of any benefit from chem. 
He owns himſelf that infants eannot underſtand 
or believe the goſpel *; nor can they diſcera 
the thing ſignified in baptiſm, for this is the ſame 
with underſtanding and believing the goſpel- When . 
we ſay that infants can reap no benefit by the ordi- 
nances, we do not mean that they cannot be ſaved, 
but only that theſe ordinances are not the means 
of edification to them as they are to adults. The 
benefit of baptiſm, as well as of the word preached, 

and the Lord's ſupper, can only be enjoyed in un- 
derſtanding and believing what is therein repre- 
ſented; for as the evident end of theſe ordinances 
is to repreſent and fet forth ſomething to us for 
our inſtruction, edification, and comfort, theſe 
ends are gained, only in ſo far as the thing repre- 
ſented is diſcerned and believed, ſee Heb. iv. 2. 


Ads viii. 37. 1 Pet. iii. 21. + Cor. xi. 29 1. We 


muſt not imagine that the water in baptiſm. ope- 


rates in the way of a charm, as the Papiſts believe 


of their holy water; or that the ſacred name of : 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, is to be uſed as a 


Letters, p. 34 $7, 62. | 
+ This Mr. Glas fairly owns, where he ſays, ©* For this is the 
_ 4 nature of the ordinances of divine ſervice in the New Teſta- 
„ ment, that they are not complete in the outward and viſible 


- ſpell, having no. reſpect to the under 


ſtanding of 
=". hs 


4 aQtion, which is no more but the mean of engaging us in, or of 


« expreſſing outwardly, the ſubſtance of the ordinance, which is 


4 ſpiritual and viſible: Thus baptiſm is not complete in. the waſh. 


ing of the body with water, without the ſprinkling of the heart 
« from an evil conſcience, which is the ſubſtance of that ordi- 
„ nance, as we may ſee from Peter's words, 1 Pet. ii. ar.-<- And 


„ ſo when a believer of the goſpel cats of the bread, and drinks of 


« the cup, without feaſting with God, as has been aid, upon 


1 Chriſt's ſacrifice 
Sla's Works, Vol, IV. p. 174, 17S» 


; we may ſay he did not cat the Lord's fupper,? 


- 


| 
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che Gbzett. No} it is an emblematical preach. ſtreſsw 

ing to the judgment of the perſon- baptized, that P 

and a comfortable pledge to him of the TY S way fo 

flop of his fins; and of his fellowſhip with Chriſt ſays, © 

in his death, burial and reſurrection, for the but! 
ſtrengthening of his faith, confirming of his hope « be e 

and ſo to influence his love to, and obedience * To ſet 

the goſpel. Though infants can reap no benefit alone v 

by goſpel ordinances, of which they know nothing, . ſons in 

yet they are at no loſs, ſince the elect among them import 

obtain that ſalvation eee by them, as well as grounc 

the adult believer. Adults have no ground to glory thod b. 

over infants on account of any thing they do in the bimſel! 

| uſe of theſe ordinances, for the ordinances them- * bapt 

\' felves hold forth no ground of hope to them, but et the 
* what is equally free and efficacious for the ſalvation. deſcen 
W . of infants who are incapable of obſerving them. {elf-r ig 
4 Me are charged with laying a ſelf-righteous ſtreſs r 
9 on the profeſſion of the faith ; but a profeſſion muſt - me * 
9 At leaſt be ſo far neceſſary to baptiſm, as it ſatisfies 4 2 
. | the baptizer (who cannot ſearch the heart) that the 4 "vt 
1 perſon i is a proper fubject of that ordinance. And a yok, 
al in this we agree with Mr Glas, who ſays, © By il _ 
4 c this profeſſion onLY we (who cannot Tearch the 2 
4 % hearts of men) are capable to know the mem- Rang 
| it *. bers of Chriſt in this world ;— whilſt that ap- A 
1 « pearanee is to be ſeen in an rſon, the plain h 

ul y perion, re we 

| 1 it muſt ſee a member of the body of Chriſt. So Wo He 
f f « far then as any continue in the confeſſion of the * — 
af © word of the truth of the goſpel, as.ir-is the word 32 
1 &. of God, and as it ſanctifies them, diſtinguiſhing _ 
6 t them from the world, ſo far they are proper ob- * 
| &. jects of that love which he requires towards the 28 
&© known elect in his new commandment *.” Now, e kir 

| this is the place we aſſign a profeſſion, and all the Ss L 


ſtreſs. 0 , 
* Glaz's Works, Vol. IV. p. 38, 12% - 
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ſtreſs we lay upon it with reſpect to baptiſm We find 
that Philip demands it of the eunuch to clear his 


way for baptizing him, Acts viii. 37. and Mr. Glas. 


ſays, that baptiſm cannot be adminiſtered to any 
4 but upon a confeſſion by which the baptized can 


« be called diſciples according to the ſcripture.” 


To ſet aſide the profeſſion af the faith, by which 


alone we can diſcern who are diſciples, (i, e. per- 


ſons inſtructed or taught in the truth, as the word 
imports) would be to overthrow at once the whole 
grounds of ſeparation from the world, or any me- 
thod by which it could be effected. Mr. Huddleſton 
bimſelf owns, © that a profeſſion of faith before 
e baptiſm does not indicate our diſaffection to 
et the ſalvation repreſented therein “.“ A con- 
deſcending conceſſion indeed! How then comes 


{elf-righteouſneſs to be connected with this profeſ- 
ſion in the Baptiſts more than in others? Becaufe, 


ſays he, we © deny that this profeſſion gives our 
e infants the ſame appearance of being in a ſtate 
« of ſalvation, and the fame title to baptiſm i it gives 
« us; for while this is the caſe with us, it is impoſ- 
« fible we ſhould not have fome ſelf-· righteous ſtreſs 
te reſting upon our profeſſion ,“ This is a very 
ſtrange reaſon ! He blames us for laying too much 
ſtreſs upon a profeſſion, yet when he comes to ex- 
plain himſelf, the blame falls on the oppoſite fide. 
We hold, that a profeſſion indicates only the faith 
or ſtate of the individual perſon that makes it, 


and cannot anſwer for any other however nearly 


related to him by blood ; whereas Mr. Huddleſton 
thinks that a man's fngle profeſſion is ſufficient to 


denominate the whole of his houſe holy and of 


.the kingdom of heaven, and fo ſubjects of baptiſm: 
Now, 


Letters, p. 39. 4 Ibid. 
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Now, -I-think, it requires very little penetration to 


determine which of us lays the greateſt ſtreſs upon 
a profeſſion, Should a man's houſe, for inſtance, 
conſiſt of ten perſons, our author would lay ten 


times more ſtreſs upon the parent's profeſſion than 


we can admit of. It is certain, the ſcripture lays 
more ſtreſs upon Adam's ſin, and Chriſt's obedi- 
ence, than upon the lin or obedience of any other 


individual that ever exiſted ; and I leave you to 


judge, whether he does not lay ſomething of a ſimi. 
lar ſtreſs upon the parent's profeſſion, Does he 
not make the parent a repreſentative of his houſe 
in the faith and profeſſion of the goſpel, even as 
Chriſt is of the whole houſhold of faith in his 
finiſhed work? Yet this is the man that charges 
felf-righteouſneſs upon thoſe who dare not in their 
conſciences build ſuch a fabric upon their profeſ. 
ſion! 

But I cannot think he grounds his charge of 
ſelf-rightcouſneſs ſolely upon this foundation. 
What he intends to infinuate is, that we deny 
infants are capable of ſalvation, and his reaſon for 
this can be no other than our denying them to be 
capable of baptifm; for he does not appear to un- 
derſtand how thoſe who deny their baptiſm can be- 
Heve their ſalvation. Hence it is that he puts the 
queſtion, © Upon what does the author reſt his 
ic opinion, that there are elect infants to obtain this 
et ſalvation in infancy, ?“ —Remove the baptiſm 
of infants, and the very baſis upon which he reſts 
his opinion of their election and ſalvation is over- 
turned. Deny this, and it appears to him a © deny- 
« ing that any infants can appear from ſcripture 

&© to be elected to this ſalvation f.“ When we ſee 
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the author gravely and earneſtly combating his 
own ſhadow, in order to prove, what was never de- 
nied, that infants as well as adults are of the kinge 
dem of heaven , what propriety can we ſee in all 
this reaſoning, if it benot his opinion, that to deny 
the baptifm of infants, is the ſame as to deny their 


being of the kingdom of heaven? Now, if we trace 


this ſentiment to its ſource, we ſhall find that it 
proceeds from his making baptiſm neceſſary to ſal- 
vation; for if he cannot ſee how the ſalvation of 
infants can be held without baptizing them, then 
their baptiſm and ſalvation muſt be ſo inſeparably 
connected in his mind, as that a denial of the 
former, neceſſarily implics to him a disbelief of 
the latter. This is the only foundation upon 
which his eharge of ſelf-righteouſneſs can ſtand 
conſiſtently. It is indeed the old argument upon 
which infant baptiſm was at firſt introduced, and 
upon which the Papiſts and many ignorant Pro- 
teſtants hold it to this day; and hence we may 
account for the ſolicitude of parents to have their 
infants chriſtened (as they call it) when in dan- 
ger of death. Now, if this be not placing ſalva- 
tion in ſomething elſe than the thing ſignified by 
baptiſm, it looks too like it. The author perhaps 
will be loath to admit this; but (to return him his 
own words with alittle variation) “ there wants 
i. but a ſuitable occaſion, with all his caution, to 
« make this fully manifeſt. Men are more ready 
* to place that confid nc: in baptiſm which be- 
« longs to the thing ſignified, than directly to own, 
10 it; nay, they ſhew themſelves very unwilling to 
« own it, whilſt all their reaſoning for infant bap- 


&« tiſm, 


# © Letters, p. 7991. 


1 
te Alm, from firſt to laſt, ſerves to 3 it. 


e Let the pretended friends of divine ſovereignty 


ec be gravely told, that their little children may be 


e members of the kingdom of heaven, and faved 


te without their faith, and even without baptiſm, 


% and it may open a view to the bypocriſy of their 


60 friendſhip.” 
This author aſks, ** Whether or not does the 


cc appearance of Chriſt's kingdom in this world 


% include every age, as well as ſort of men, that 
„ ſhall obtain ſalvation through his ſufferings, | 


« death and reſurrection “?“ To this J anſwer, 


Though all the true ſubjects of this kingdom ap- 


pear at one time or other in this world, (their bo- 
dies being as viſible as thoſe of others), yet they 


are not all viſible to us in that reſpect which deno- 


minates them Chriſt's ſubjects; of ſuch are ele& 
infants who cannot, and many adulis who do not 
give proper evidence to us thereof ; ſo that here 
is an age, as well as ſort of men, which do not be- 


long to the appearance of Chriſt's kingdom in this 
World, and yet obtain ſalvation through his death 
and reſurrection. Theſe we call the unknown 


cleft, and agree with Mr. Glas in diſtinguiſhing the 


Known ele& from them by the profeſſion of the 


faith. The appearance of Chriſt's kingdom in this 
world includes no age or fort of men of all the in- 
numerable company that ſhall be ſaved, but ſuch 
as confeſ the faith, and give evidence to their fel- 
low men that they know the truth. But we can- 
not fay how great a multitude may be ſaved that 
are not included in the appearance of Chriſt's king- 
dom in this word, both infants and adults. It is: 
N pro- 
® Letters, p. 3. 
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He afks farther, "palwharmge p eden, 5 
that there are;elcft infant, ſince ve do not allow, / 
1hat they are viliblg fi gets of the pc covenangh ? - 
a Auſu. We reſt our opinion and firm belief, that - 
- | there are ele infancs; not upon their pan af 
== children of believers, nor upon the faith and pro- 
ö ſeſſion: of their parents, nor upon apy paſſage ob 
{ ſexipture chat ivſeparably;connefts, the ſalvation of. 
à man bout 20 lp OWN | ſalxadon; but upon 
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| the. Feripture d rige, of election itſelf . which | we | F 
| ele. en, the NO {ays,. takes place before men . vp 
* ate born, 1 11. before the foundation of 1 

the world, E 4. ſo. that there muſt be elect 1 


infants, elſe ere N be no elect at all, for all 1 
mankind. arg infant be fore they become adults, 9 
Election, is not influenced by their having done, = 
good. or eyil, "but is according to: the ſovereign, — 2 
good pleaſure of God's will, who hath mercey upon | 

' whom he will, Rom. ix. 11, 15, 18, and hence we 
conclude, that it will ſtand as firm and. ſure with, 
regard to chat part of the glect who die in infancy; * 
as with reſpect to thoſe of chem who ſurvive che 7 
infant ſtate, and ſhow their calling and.cleQion.by' . - 
their love and obedience of the truth, But were 
it our, opinion, that election went upon hat di-: 
inguiſhes the adult believer from his infant, or 4 
any thing done by man (whatever i it be), then we, 1 

| behoved either to deny che falvation of theſe Wo 
die! in iofancy, or Bold, with the Nui. that bap- 
60 " ſaves them, or, with the author, th at they are, 
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+: Obie of heaven,” Mark 2.4. Ne "hg 


ly ſhows, that there are d&@ infams; and, for ty 
on part; Jam much inclined to Judge er 
or the nate of all infants dying in infüncyy); 
nme obſerves, that the chu ute exhorted᷑ ti 
128 en bring up their children in the'nurture and ad- 
WH © monition'of the Lord, Eph. vi. 4. which does 
«not ſuit with their being conſidered ont of the 
60 Lord It is indeed the indiſpenſible duty of 
| parents to bring up their Ehildrer in he nurture and 
Admonition of the Lord, 1 e, to gziee wem fuch 
correction and inftruMon as tlie Lord hath eo. 
ed in his word. They are their peculiar charge 
by the very law of nature; and the goſpel obliges 
Chriſtian parents to ſtudy the good of their ſouls. 
as well as of their bodies, to ſet a godly example 
_ before them, and to inſtruct them in the doQrines 
=_ of the Chriſtian faith: but how does this duty of 
rhe delle ving parent proye that his children are bn 
the Lord, or the proper ſubjects of baptiſm ? Were 
not the apoſtles commanded to teach all nations 
the doctrine of the Lord? Did not this ſuit wich 
the nations being conſidered ou of the Lord? Is 4 
ent free from all obligations of duty to his 
children, unleſs he can conſider them as ſaved? 
Tue apoſtle addreſſing thoſe who were married to 
unbelieyers, ſays, What knoweſt thou, O wife, 
© vhether thou ſhalt ſave thy huſband? or bow 
« Ffioweſt thou, O man, whetherthou ſhalt ſave thy 
« wife ?” 1 Cor.vii.16. even fo it. may be ſaid in this 
caſe, What knoweſt thod, O parent, whether thou 
halr(fave thy chyld ? When this appears to be the 
caſe by the profeſſion of their faith, then muſt they 
de 9 as in the Lord; then may they be 
5 * 4 7 - » bap- 
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3 dren, but of ſuch as are capable of admmmuiun the 


dut to bring them up in che nurtyre and admonition - 
| mutual duties betwiat | parents and children, even 


tended are not mere infants, but believing children, 
viſible members of the churches, and capable of 


0 only in the Lord, 1 Cor vii. 39. wives to ſubmit 


t is an addional motive of obedience; or, that they 


much as mentioned it, and Mr. Huddleſton has 
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Nad, but, not befbre. But Eph. vi. g. FI 


reign.t0 the point, for it ſpeaks ngt of infant chile 


word when fignifies to fix inſtruction upon their 

minds. In ver. 1. theſe children are exhorted 8 
obey their parents in the Lord 1 and in ver- 4 f- 
thers. ave; forbid io provoke their children id Nh, 


of the Lord; ſo that here are exhortations to 


as betwixt. huſbands and wives, maſters and ſer» 
vants, &c. which ſhows that the children here ins 


receiving and obeying the word of exhortation, 
which -he- enforces from its being the firſt com- 
mandment with promiſe, ver. 2, 3. and a duty 
well pleaſing. to the Lord, Col. iii. 20. As to the 
expreſſion in the Lord, it does not intimate any 
pecufiar ſpiritual connection betwixt a parent and 
his children : Chriſtians are exhorted to marry 


to their ' own! huſbands in the Lord, Col. iii. 18. 
This phraſe ſigniſtes, either that they ſhould obey 
their beheving parents who are in the Lord, and fo 


mould obey in the Lord their parents, i. e. in the 
fear of the Lord, manifeſting” their fubjeftion to 
him in ſo doing, and then it agrees with the en- 
"C2" to ſervants, 4 ii. 22, 23. Eph. vi. 5. 
6, 7,8. 

The argument from Get ſeems to be al- 
moſt given up by the Scots Independents. The 
anonymous writer of the Remarks, has not fo 
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Hippo the very foundation of it, where . le 
The promiſe hich i is to belie vers and theirchilL & | 
3. dren, belongs to dhe covenant made after thoſe cc 
* days; and it was never ſaid to Abraham, thou ee | 
* ſhalt be ſaved and thy houſe “ Here he fairly 8 f 
Wa . "Owns; that the covenant of circumeifion made with &« 
* aa . Abraham; was hot che ſame wih the hew eove- « f 
; 51 Want to which baptiſm belongs, unc conſequently tha 
de eantiet argue from the tirbumcifion of infants or 
under the former, for the baptifin of ſuch under ** 
-, the latter. Bur whilſt he diftingniſhes the cove- or 
© - wants, he confounds the diſtinchon of the feeds; 1 
and fo makes baptifm to belong to the natural feed ien 
of believers, eden as circ umtiſion belonged to'the : 
fleſhly feed of Abraham. „ As to what is obſcry- 72 
«< cd (ſays he) of nan and ſpiritual, children and wt 
parents are alike,” both natural and both ſpiritu- der 
« al . — The fleſhly ſeed af Neu Teſtament be- eee 
4 lievers are really che ſpiritual ſced of Abra- wo 
% ham f.“ When we cemind bin, that the ſpiri- e 
tual feed; ur ſens of God, under the New Teſta- r. 
ment, are deſcribed as born not of blood, nor the | 
of the will of the fleſh, nor of the will of man, —_ 
« but of God,” Johan i. 12, 13.— chat“ the chil wh 
ﬆ dren of the fleſh are not the children of God, oy 
£ but the children of tbe promiſe are counted for 2859 
«the ſeed, — even the called, not of the Jews only > 
| b but alſo of the Gentiles,” Rom ix. 3, 24.— that wh: 
therefore we cannot henceforth know any. man Hell 
after the nech, or by his deſcent from religious an- of ö 
ceſtors, as in the Jewith church, but if any man be tiſe 
in Chriſt Jeſus he lis a new creature, 2 Cor v. 16, 17. is fl 
he docs not ſehuple ptofavely to burleſque all fuch NF us, 
˖ Ergee ng oY * Will the infants of believers - wy 
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being born of che ſleſh, prevent their being ty« 


& pified by Iſraelitiſh infants ? Could theſe infants 


cc typify any other ſort of perſons but what are 


et born of the fleſh ? —I ſuppoſe believers are the 
© ſame way born of the fleſh that their infants are, ' 
te were they not therefore typified by Abrahams 


« fleſhly ſeed v? But the Holy Ghoſt in denying 


that the fpiritual ſeed are the children of the fleſh, 
or born of blood, &c. does not mean that they” 


come into the world in a different way from others, 
or that they are without natural parents; but the 
meaning is, that their natural birth, be it of whom. 


it may, can neither conſtitute them the ſpiritual ſeed, 
nor diftinguiſh them as ſuch to us. The covenant 
of circumcifion was made with the fleſhly ſeed of 


Abraham, and ſo their natural birth, by which they 
deſcended from him, ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed them 
in infancy as the ſubjects of circumciſion z. but the 
new coyenant to which baptiſm belongs, reſpects 
only the ſpiritual ſeed who are born again; and as 


theſe are not known to us till they profeſs the faith, 


it is demonſtrably clear that they cannot be baptized 


in infancy. Thus ſtands the argument from circum= 
cifion, which, with the diſtinction of the covenants, 


Thave handled fully in my ſeventh Letter to Mr. Glas. 
Nothing can be more agreeable to ſcripture than 
what Mr Glas advances upon the diſtinction of the 


fleſhly and fpiritual ſeed, through the greateſt part 


of his writings. The whole of his extellent trea- 
tiſe on the kingdom of Chriſt as not of this world, 


is founded upon that diftinftion. There he tells 


us, that“ The earthly birth, or that birth after 


é the fleſh, availed much in the ſtate of the church 


«erected at Sinai, as to the enjoyment of the pri- 
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u vileges of it. But now, our Lord ſays to Nico- hold 

| „ demus, Except a man be born again, (or from birth 
4 „ above), he cannot ſee the kingdom of God.“ &c.* the! 
| Would not any one think, that he here ſets aſido of tl 
\ | 1 the fleſlily birth, or connection with believing pa- only 
= rents, as of no account in the kingdom of Chriſt 2 were 
Z . But it ſeems he meant no fuch thing; for, by his priv! 
5 rule of diſtinguiſhing the infant ſubjects of the der 1 

f kingdom of heaven, he gives as much place to the ſeed 
fleſhly birth, as ever it had in the Jewiſh church, the! 

and ſo builds again the things which be deſtroyed. dom 

* , But if his adherents will ſtill maintain, that he 1 I 

keeps this diſtinction clear and conſiſtent, I would with 

be glad to be informed wherein it lies. The diſtinc- Sern 

tion does not ly in this, that the holineſs of belicy- the « 

ers children comes not by natural generation; for he (7 

neither did that of old Iſrael come by natural gene- & h. 

ration, but by a covenant ſeparati..g them and their 4 pe 

Feed to be a peculiar people to the Lord: Nor docs * 

it ly in this, that the word of God declares the in- * pl 

fants of believers holy; for ſo does it declare thoſe in 

of old Iſrael: Neither does the diſtinction ly in this, EC: be 
that the fleſhly birth does not-entitle to the ſpiri- nn 

-tual privileges of Chriſt's kingdom; for neither did jects 

it entitle to the temporal privileges of the earthly. birth, 
kingdom. Old Ifracl obtained the earthly inheri- Way | 

- tarice by the covenant made with their father Abra- Johr 


ham, Gen xv. 18. abſtract from this, they had no birth 

claim to it upon the footing of cheir birth or rightc= is ſet 
oufneſs more than any other people, Deut. ix. 4, chap 

55 6. Wherein,, then, did the fleſhly birth avail neſs » 

more formerly that it does now? or what is the na 

foundation gf the above diſtinction? If his argu- * ty 

ments for infant pouring 0 he leads us to call ii) 1 th 

2735 5 hold. 
Cha s works, vel. I. p. 53, 
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hold. 04 it undeniably follows, that the earthly | 
birth, or that birth after the fleſh, avails more in 
the kingdom of God, than ever it; did in the ſtate 
of the. church erected at Sinai; for then it could 
only diſtinguiſh the fle/hly ſeed of Abraham, who 
were typically holy, and entitled to the temporal 
privileges of the earthly kingdom ;. whereas, un- 
der the goſpel, he makes it to. diſtinguiſh the ſpiritual. 
ſeed of Chriſt; who are truly holy, and entitled to 
the ſpiritual and everlaſting privileges of the t 
dom of heaven. 

J ſhall conclude theſe miſcellaneous abfervations 
with a word or two upon. Mr. Stuart's faſt-day - 
Sermon on the kingdom of Chriſt. . Speaking of 
the diſtinction of Chriſt's ſubje"s from the world, 
he ſays, They are ſuch as know the Father as he 
& hath diſcovered him; receive and are firmly . 
te perſtiuded of the divine authority in Chriſt's. 
© ords.; — are brought into a delightful and com- 
4 placent union with one another; - are preſerved 
i. in this, and in union with: God, by the words of 
t Teſus ;—through theſe too partake of his inef. 
c fable joy *. Diſtinguiſhing them from the ſub» 
jects of the, earthly kingdom by the nature of their 
birth, he fays, that John gives an account of the 
way that ſubjets were born to God under the law, 
John i. 10 — 14. but that the new and heavenly 
birth by which men enter into the kingdom of God 
is ſet forth in Chriſt's diſcburſe with Nicodemus, 
chap. iii. 1—6 4. He diſtinguiſhes alſo their holi- 
neſs + * Iſrael indeed was a holy nation; but the 
national holineſs of Iſrael was only outtard and 
be 1 They were a holy people by virtue of 

their r 1 from the ons of Jacob, and by vir- 


* tue 
he Page, P«a4 TP. 8. note, 
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« tue of their obſervation of the covenant mad 


dc yith them at Sinai. But the holineſs of Chriſt 


kingdom is the ſubftance of this. All his ſub- 
« jefts are really and internally; as well as out. 
cc wardly holy *.“ He denies they can be diſtin- 

uiſhed without charity « © Outward appearances 
« which fall ſhort of proving perſons poſſeſſed of 
& charity, ſhall no more mark them out, as once, 


_ & the ſubjects of the kingdom of God +.” He 


rejects the diſtinction betwixt the ſubjects of 
Chriſt's kingdom as it appears in this world, and 
the ſpiritually holy nation of them that are ſaved, 
as a diſtinction only ſuited to a national church. 
The apoſtles deſcribe the kingdom of Chriſt by 
t names, privileges and characters, which do not 
* belong, nay, are oppoſite to theſe which belong 
© to the kingdoms of this world. They write 1 
« every particular congregation. or church, and 


1 of them, as conſiſting of theſe, all of whom 


&« without exception they judged to be the chil. 
& dren of God, choſen, redeemed, called and ſe- 
, parated from the world. None, it is evident, 
« were Chriſtians in the fight or opinion of the 
& apoſtles, who they were not bound to think, 
e and did not think, Chriſtians in God's fight 4.“ 

I confeſs-I was much edified and deligmed with 
his deſcription of Chriſt's ſubjects, and my heart 
warmed in love to the author for the truth's fake, 


which he ſo clearly and boldly maintains through 


| | | the 
© Pige . + U. 25 * 
+ Page, 8; 9. His brother, the anonymous Remarker on-Scrip- 


ture Texts, is, however, of a very different opinion, and charges 


thoſe who hold the* above ſentiment with “ deceiving the hearts of 
«+ thoſe who believe without proper evidence, and blinding the 


% minds of thoſe who receive not the fimp!e ſayings of the Son of 


God. Bat perhaps, this is ont of the things on which they have, 
agreed o differ, . 
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E USA) „ 
be dock of that Sermon. Böer how gredr v wy "8 | 


diſappointment when I advanced to page 43d, and K 
found him diſtinguiſhing the ſubiects of Chriſts 
kingdom by characters very different from the 


above No ſooner does he turn his thoughts to in- 
fant baptifm, than his views of the. kingdom are 
immediately corrupted, and, lofing fight of the 
grand hinge of the difference: he deſcends into mere 
trifling with the national church abogt ſponfers, 
haſtards and foundlings ;: as if the diſtinction betwixt 
Chriſt's ſubjects and the world ſtood in the faith 
of their parents, or the legitimacy of their” carnal 
birth Alas, what a falling off is liere! 


He cannot admit of ſponſors. . beeauſe all the 
« lines of argument in favours: of infant baptiſm. 


« iſſue from the faith of ibe parent as their center; 


but this device fuppoſes the contrary, at leaſt its 
*« doubtfulneſs *.“ Yet the device of ſponfors is 


far more ancient in the church called Chriſtian than 
the device of the parents faith, though both of them 

re devices equally void of foundation in the word 
f God with that other device for which they were 


deviſed. After all, what is the parent in this caſe 


but x ſponſor for his child in the ſtricteſt fenſe of 
the word? Are che ſubjects of the kingdom of 
heaven then to be diſtinguiſhed by the faith of an- 


other ? Does this diſtinction correſpond with any 


of the Hove ? or rather, does it not overthrow 
them, and make all that has been ſaid upon the. 
ſubje much ado. about nothing? Again, if in- 
fant baptiſm reſt entirely on the faith of the parent, 
then neither he nor his bgethren can be ſuce they 
have obtained Chriſtian baptiſm, unleſs they know 
their parents were. believers,” 
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the New Teſtament diſtingviſing the ſobgects of 


7 baptiſm from thſe? Does the legititnacy or ille- 
5 gitimacy of the carnal birth make any difference 
in the kingdom of Chriſt ? The Jews indeed claim» 


ed a relation to God as his children, from their 
being Abraham's feed,: and not burn of. fornication; 
like the unlawful iſſue of jdolatcrs; but our Lord 
repels their claim vpogithat-footing, and gives them 


te underſtand, chat unleſi they believed, continu- 


ed in his word, loved him, and did the works of 
Abraham, neither the fab of Abraham their fa- 
ther, (however diſtinguiſhed), nor the legitimacy 
of their carnal birth, could avail them any thing, 
as to the enjoyme nt of the privileges of bi- — 
dom, John viii. 31— 48. 

Upon the whole, we may arm, that no man 
can hold the diſtinction of the kingdom of Qhrift 
from the ſewiſlx theoeracy and kingdoms of this 


world, in any conſiſteney with the arguments for 


infant baptiſm. This point, however trivial it may 
appear to ſome, is of ſuch a nature as do affect all 
our ideas of that diſtinction, and leaven the whole. 
For, if we once admit the notion, that the ſub- 


jects, which compol® this N wur be ktown 


or diſtinguiſhed by any thing, be what it will, 

which comes ſhort of manife Kin g their being of the 
truth, baucving it, lo: ing it, nearing Chrit? s voice 
and following bim, tl. is ſingle ſentiment, if followed 
out, will in fallibly lead us to blend tlie ringdomi of 
Chriſt with che world even in its ville appearance, 
and make all wc adv: to tc contrary a jurable 
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